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My Dear FeiekDi 



1 I 



"^KTOUR wish to obtain a more exact acquaint^ 
^ auce with the doctriDes of tJnitariaQism» 
proves that, though naturally enough attached 
to the principles iu ^hich you were educated, 
you are not a bigot or a slave to, them. You 
might have satisfied yourself, like many others^ 
with the misrepresentations of our adversaries : 
you mi^ht have taken for granted, without fur« 
ther inquiry, the truth of the charges^ usually 
alleged against us: you might have been induced 
to brand us with opprobrious epithets, and 
'' cast out our names as evil ;" and at the same 
time have thought that, by acting thus, you 
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were « doing God service." But you have pur- 
sued your object by a far different path, and 
one which I hope will have a more desirable 
termination, whatever may be the result as to 
your opinijpa .^Qspeplin^^tb^. doct^<^ of which 
it is ' my 4of to' he ' ther bumt>ie 'apologist and 
advocate. ^ . 

like^ (he^pHtnitiVe distfples ofouFcdiiamon 
Lord, we are ** a^sect eyeiy where spoken 
against;^' all having something or 'Other to ad- 
vance in <ipp^fjiHi to %•; pfip^ hold 
us together as a body of Chrisfians. One 
charges us with a want of faith ; and another 
with a want of feeling. . .vQoe .'tax£S< us ^ith 
levity: and another blarneys us for our- <K>ldB9is 
%iai^rpce. Whappiiy a^[^ dHa- 
d^uct is s(;itl above suspicion. We yieJ4 to none 
in a zeal for that "pure and undefiled religion" 
bf vhicH the apostle James has driawn. so warjn 
aiid animated a picture ; an4 amids); the v^iious 
tnisrepresentations to which our ph^^cter 9xxd 
bpinidns have been exposed, our moral priuci- 
pte; we rejoice to thliik. !,,« ' wvW been ob- 
9ciired for a moment, , by . . the ^ sihadow of an 
Insinuation. Of the futility of m^n^ of the 
charges usually alleged ^gains^t us, . you stre 
already in part convinced^ .To complete and 



^^treiigtheft that cbnvfction i» the princip^f of)ject 
of the foHowing remarks. 
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The inquiries which yoru have made rel&te, 
Jirsty to the peculiarities of opinion by which' 
Unitarians are dfetingurshed ; ' secondly^ to the* 
Scriptural authority on which those peculiaritres^ 
are fotirided; and thirdly^ to the diflerente be- 
tween the Canon -and Text adopted b;^ the' 
editors of the Improved Version, and those of 
the authorised translation, together with the 
grounds of that difference. In replying to them 
I shall unfold my sentiments with all candour 
and fMedom; and mky that Being who over- 
rules tl»e del&erati<>ns of all his creatwes to the^ 
wisest and best ends, crown the attetnpt with" 
his blessing* 
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• STATfeMEOT OF THE PECtJLIAR DOCTRINES OF 

UNrTARlANS. 1 r, : ' . U 

Unitarians are divided into three cla^§es, 
distit^guishable from each other by' the bpinion^ 
which they entertain respecting the dignity and' 
pre-existence of Christ. ' ' * 

1. Those to whota the epithet Unitarian may 
be applied in the strictest sense, are such as 
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withkokl from Jeans all divioe , honoiirs, and 
direct their prayers and addresges exclusively 
to the Father. They believe in the sole, entire, 
and incommunicable divinity of God ; deny the 
personal existence of the Holy Spirit ; and re^ 
gard Je8u» as strictly . and properly a humai| 
bemg, fashioned in all respects like unto his 
brethren, though, tl^e most complete character 
ever exhibited to the world. 

2. Those who are called Somtums differ from 
the preceding clasa^ of Unitarians in offering up 
adoration to Christ. They believe that, though 
originally a man, be is now become, by the 
express appointment of the FaUier, an oligect of 
invocation ai)d worship: and hence arises the 
impropriety of using indiscriminately the terms 
Socmian and .Unitarian. Unitarian has a gene- 
ral meaning, and stands opposed to Trinitarian. 
Sociman has a specific meaning, and denotes 
one of a particular class of Unitarians, 

The term Socinian is derived from SocinuSy 
ihe most conspicuous among the Polish Unita^ 
rians of the sixteenth century. On the first 
appearance of Unitarianism in England, its ad- 
vocates were called Soeinians; and, as their 
doctrines were then unpopular, SQcinim boqame 
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a general term of reproach^ and was . ap|>Uetl 
to sdU whose optoioiia deviated from the regular 
standard of orthodoxy. Penn and Tilkitson 
incurred the charge of Sacifdmiam on account 
of their liba^lity ; and ia the days of Andrew 
Marvel, to vme his owji corner, and empbatical 
remark, '' no man could tell you the truth* bat 
he must presently be deemed a Socinian.'*^ 

3. A third class of Unitarians comprises such 
as believe in the pre-existence of Christ. These* 
however, are more frequently known by the 
name of Avians. They are so called froni 
Arias f who published his opinions at the be* 
ginning of the . fourth century. They deny the 
existence of three persons in the divine nature, 
but maintain generally, that the soul which ani^ 
mated the body of Christ was a pre-existent 
spirit, formed o^t of nothing; and, under God, 
the maker of angels, archangels, thrones, prin«- 
cipalities* and powers; the whple hierarchy of 
heaven, and all material: nature. 

■ I 

\ 

Hence, then, it appears, ^rst^ that the term 
Unitarian has respect only to the opinions of 
thp^e who believe in the undivided Unity -of the 

^ ■ . ' ■ . I.... ■ I I , ■ ■ ■ I ■■> 

* Kdfetrsii TiUDsprosed, Ft. iL pp. 839^ 840. ]2mo. 1763. 
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Deity; aod that uo one can^ in strictneds of 
laDgaage, be called ^a Unitariaii, who belierea 
in the existence of' two» or three, or moie fier- 
sons in the Godhead; whether those pefrM^n^ 
are d^ned to be subsistences or attributes ; dis- 
tinct intelligesit beings, or mere relations ; divide 
essences distinguished by a certain- personal 
property, or poskire modes of being, ultimately 
terminating and filling a substantial nature."^ 

r 

• 

It appears, secondly 9 fi'om the above classifi^ 
cation, that Unitarian Christiatis may differ in 
opinion respecting, the dignity of Jesus Christ, 
and the time at which bis existence .ccmimenced ; 
but ^hat all must admit his inferiority and 
subjection to the Father. ^^ The. discussion of 
Unitarianism;' says an oloquent and forcible 
writer, '^ has been much ^embarrassed, and its 
cause injured, by its being mixed up with the 
private, opinions of its friends. There i^ gross 
mistake, or wilful injustice, in reckoning what- 
ever is held by certain - Unitarians essential to 
Unitarianism itself. The humanity of Christ is 



* .The above is a brief enmneration of a few of the sensea in which 
the doctrine of three person^ in one God, has been at difierent times' 
explained by its advocates.—See ** A Sermon preached at Oldbury, 
June 20, 1816, before the Unitarian Tract Society for Warwicksliire 
and the ae»|;hUottrin|f Couatiesy by John Soudl/' p, li» ISiiio. Hunter* 
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not essential to Umtariamsm. AUhaugh differ- 
ing from mosl; respectable autborjftyi I hava iu> 
hesitation iii deeming puch ttmitation most imr 
proper. It i^ inconsistctnt • vnth the etymology 
and meapinj oC the term, .sumI ks historical use; 
Jir. Pricj? wa^. fi> Uoitaritii. as ^ell as Dn 
Prjifptlfy : ^ nq is^ every woisb^pw ct'UkB Fathidr 
pi4y».wh^t^er^be^jbeli^i^.th&t!Christiww created 
before .^1 ,wQ4df<r.!0r'>grst.)ie««aBtbd<:W bdrii:a 
a^ary,''*^. . ,..,. . ;.;• \>.i.\ •>.>- j^: J -^-~.:t .^.: 
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shmFlVRAL AUTHORmES ON VirtCH'Tfe PECULIAR ' 
. . inXmnKiSOBUNrFARlANS AI»?TOimD£I>. • - 
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Scriptural Proof that th^r^ is oifl^ one God. , • 

The doctrine of the IHyine" Unity is founded 
on the gtoeral tenour of Scriptural' language; 
in which it is repeatedly and fordbly iYicuIcaf^d ; 
and in this respect it differs essentially from that 
of the Trinity, which is not expressly femght in 
a single pai^sage of Scripture, if we except 1.' John 
V. 7., upon which the writings* xif Person and 
Marsh have stamped ' the decisive ' character of 
forgery* To prove the truth of the former part 



* Fox*s *' Lectures on Subjects connected with the Corruption, Reviv* 
ail, and Future Influence of Genuine Christianity.'' p. 91. 8vo. HunteK 
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of this assartion, the following passages may be 
adduced.^ " Heary O Israel^ the Lord pur Gtnl 
id owe Jjof'd.'' Dent. vi. 4. — ** There is none holy 
astbe JLo9*d: for there is none beside thee: nei- 
ther is theM any rock like our God.'' i. Sam. ii. 
2;-^" For thou art great, and doest wondrous 
things : thou art Ood alone.*" Pis. Ixxxti. 10.— 
'«Thiis saith the Lord-^I aib the Hrst, and I 
am like last ; atid beskk me theirs is no God/- Is. 
xlhr. 6. — ** I am the Lord and there is none else ; 
there is no God' beside, me: I girded thee, though 
thou hast not known me : that they may know- 
from the rising of the sim and from the west, 
that there is none beside me. 1 am the Lord and 
there is none else/' Is. xlv. 5, 6. See also vs. I4» 
18, 21. — "I have sworn by myself, the word 
has gone out of my mouth in righteouanesi^, and 
shall not return, That unto me every knee shall 
bow, every tongue shall swear." vs. 28. — •" The 
first of all the commandments is, Hear, O Israel: 
the Lord our God is oTie Lord: and thou shalt 
love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, and 
with all thy soul, and with all thy mind, and 
with all thy strength: this is the first command- 
ment*" Mark xii. 29, 30. — " And the scribe said 
unto him. Well, Master, thou hast said the 
truth: for there is one God; and there is none 
Other but he." vs. 32.—^" We know that an idol 
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is nothing in the world, and that there is none 
other God but one." 1 Cor. viii. 4.--" Chet it cm*." 
Gal. iii. 20. — " Thou believest that there is one 
God; ikon doest well : the devils ftlso believi!^ 
and tremble/' James ii. 19« Passages like these 
admit properly but of one interpretation; and 
yet the ingenuity of criticism has invented other 
senses ^ as remote as possible from their natmral 
and obvious meaning. '^ Every "text ivhich affirms 
the divine Unity," says the Rev. R* Wardlaw, 
a vmter of orthodox celebrity, " must be inter- 
preted as meaning that God is one indeed — 'but 
one, Mcording to the peculiar fnadificutian of 
Unity which belongs to Deity ;^ — ^and hence he 
infers, in consistency vrith this favourite prtnci-^ 
pie of interpretation, that *^ ^very text which 
affirms the Unity of God, involves an affirmation 
of the Trinity.''* It is in vain that the Unitarian 
adduces his proofii by hundreds and thousandi^^ 
His adversary, with this happy principle of intef- 



* Unit. Incap. of Vind. p. 803.--" Meifer, who wrote a book Pit 
Mifsterio Saero Sandm TrmitaHs ex Musvetem Tettamewti Libris de- 
ntoMfrafo, nrgpes as the text which is the most elear and condttsiTe of 
all, Deut. vi. 4^ ' Hear, O Israel, the Lord our God is one Lord :* in 
which he is not at all singolar, (says Jortin,) many of his cabalistic 
brettures hftfinf made the same remark on the same text. The fhmoas 
P&sielbu observed, that there were eleven thonsand proofs of the Trinity 
in the Old Testament interpreted rightly, that is, etymologico-mystlco^ 
cabalistically* '-*>Bemarks on Eecles. Hist. vol. iii. p. 100^ 

B 
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pretatioD at hand, can instantly disarm tfaenrr of 
all their force, however numerous and explieit ; 
for, by this grand secret of the polemical art, 
be is enabled to assign a variety of new senses 
t6 the term Unity, and instead of regarding the 
l>eity as strictly and numerically one, he may 
regard him as one in three or any indefinite 
number of persons. 






Scriptural Proof that the Father only is the 

true God. 

Since, then, the Unity of the Deity is not 
Jimited to' any particular subject in the above 
passages, let us proceed to the enumeration of 
Buch as absolutely restrict and appropriate it to 
the Father. *'The hour cometh, and now is, 
when the true worshippers shall worship the 
Father in spirit and in truth: for iJie Father 
seeketh such to worship him. God is a Spirit : 
and they that worship him must worship him 
in spirit and in truth." John iv. 23, 24. — " And 
this is life eternal, that they might know thee the 
jonljf true God, and Jesus Christ, whom thou hatst 
sent." John xvii. 3. — " Grace be unto you, and 
pf^gce, firOju God our Father, and from our Lord 
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Jesus Christ." 1 Cor. i. 3, — " Though there be 
that are called gods, whether in heaven or in 
earth, (as there be gods many, and lords many,) 
yet to us there is but one God, Ihe Father^ :Qi 
whom are all things, and we in him; and one 
Lord Jesus Christ, by whom are all things, and 
we by him.*" 1 Cor. viii. 6, 6. — " Owe God and 
Father of all, who is above all, and through all, 
and in you all/* Eph. iv. 6. — " For there is one 
God, and one mediator between God and men, the 

4 

man Christ Jesus." 1 Tim. ii. 5. No comment 
is required to elucidate passages like these. 
They speak a language which sophistry itself 
is unable to pervert, and confine the Godhead 
solely and exclusively to the person oithe Father. 
I shall content myself, therefore, with adopting, 
by way of conclusion to this part of my subject, 
the words of a writer who is quoted by Mr. 
Christie in his excellent Discourses on the Divine 
Unity. " Upon a strict inquiry," says this wri- 
ter, " it appears that the word God occurs in 
the sacred books of the New Testament twelve 
hundred &nd eighty eight times; and that there 
are several hundred texts wherein the Father is 
styled God absolutely, by way of eminence, it 
being impossible by the construction itself, that 
it should have any other sense — There is not 
one text wherein the word God necessarily sig- 
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uifiM more persons than one. There is not one 
text wheram we are obliged to nnderstand it of 
three persons; the sacred writers not having af- 
forded ns the least plaiisible pretence or colour 
fbr any such sense." 



Scriptural Proof of the Simple Humanity of 
Jesus Christy and of his Inferiority to the 
Father. 

IIavincs^ adduced passages to establish the sole 
Deity of the Fath^^ the next object of the 
Unitarian is to confirm , by a similar train of 
avidencoi the irfetiority and subordination of the 
son. 

With Ihis view he has recourse to such pas- 
sages as the following. ** There came one run- 
ning, and kneeled to him^ and asked him, saying, 
Good Master, what shall I do that I may inherit 
eternal }ife? And Jesus said unto him. Why 
callest thou me good? There i9 none good but one, 
that is, God."* Mark x. 17, 18.— <^ If ye loved 
me^ ye would rejoice, because I said, I go unto 
the Father: for my Father is greater than /." 
John xiv. 23. — *' Ye are Christ's and Christ is 
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* 

Ctod's.'* l^Cor. iii. 23. — " I would have you know 
that the head of every man is Christ ; and the 
head of the woman is the man ; and the head <(f 
Christ is God." 1 Cor. xi. 3. 

He appeals, likewise, to other passages where 
Jesus is styled the servant of God, and where 
his wisdom and power are said to have been 
derived from the Father. ** Behold my servant 
whom 1 have chosen; my beloved in whom 
my soul is well pleased."* Mat. xii. 18. — ^** When 
ye have lifted up the son of man, then shall 
ye know that I am he, and that I do no- 
thing of mysdf; but, as my Father hath taught 
me, I speak these things."' John viii. 28. — '^ For 
I have not sppkm of myself; but the Father 
which sent me, he gave me a commandment wh^t 
I should say, and what I should speak r And I 

know that^his commandment is lite everlasting. 

* » ' ^^ 

Whatsoever I speak, therefore, even as the Fa- 
ther hath said unto ms, so '1 speak^ John xii. 499 



* It would have been more conformable to tbe usual style of Luke 
Ibe most classical of all the Evangelical writers, if, instead of «ini and 
chUii the word strvoM had been adopted in the follo^ng passages, 
by Sang James's Translators. " The God of onr fathers hath glorified 
his son Jesus." Acts ill. 13.—** God having raised up his Sffn Jesus/' vs. 
26.— ** Against thy holy chUd Jesus." Lr. 37.^" That signs and wonders 
may be done by the name of thy iioly chUi Jesus." vs. 30.— Sec Luke 
f« ^, G9« vii« 7. and xii. 4S. 
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50.—" Now they' have known that all thing's 
whatsoever thou hast given me are 6f thee. For 
1 have given unto them the words which thou 
gavest me ; and they have received them and 
have known surely that I came out from thee, 
and they have believed that thou didst send me." 
John xvii. 7, 8.— r" The son can do nothing of 
himself r John v. 19. — " / can of mine own self 
do nothing; as I hear, I judge; and my judg- 
ment is just, because I seek not mine own will, 
but the will of the Father which hath s«it me/' 
vs. 30* — " The works which the Father hath given 
me io finishy hear ivitness of we, that the Father 
hath sent me." vs. 36. — " Then cometh the end, 
when he shall have delivered up the Kingdom to 
God, even the Father; when he shall have put 
down aJl rule, and all authority sxid power. And 
when all things shall be subdued unto him, then 
shall the son also hirnself be subject unto him that 
put ail tMngs under him, that God may be all in 
alir 1 Cor. XV. 24, 28. 

Passages equally apposite and decisive are 
adduced by the Unitarian as proofs of Christ's 
humanity, in which he is said to have been 
chosen^ appoint ed^ sanctified^ inspired, anointed^ 
given and sent by God. " Behold my servant 
whom I have chosen'^ Mat. xii. 18. — " Who was 
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faithful to him that appointed him." Hcb. iii. 2. — 
** Him whotn the Father haih saiictifiedH' Joha 
X. 36. — " I will put my spirit upon himJ" Mat. 
xii. 18. — " Thou hast loved righteousness, and 
hated iniquity; therefore God, even thy God, 
hath anoiiited thee with the oil of gladness abore 
thy fellows." Heb. i. 9. See also Acts x. 38.- — 
^' God so loved the world that he gave his only 
begotten son, that whosoever believetli in him, 
should not perish, but have everlasting life." 
John iii. 16. — '* As thpu hast sent me into the 
world, even so have I also sent them into the 
world." John xvii. 18. 

If these references are deemed insufficient to 
establish the point in question, let the advocates 
of a more orthodox system consult the following 
passages, in which Jesus is repeatedly and em- 
phatically called A MAN, and ievidently regarded 
as such by those who associated and conversed 
with him. '^ And again he denied with an oat)i, 
saying, I do not know the man.'' Mat. xxvL72. — 
** When Pilate heard of Galilee, he asked whether 
the man were a Galilean." Luke xxiii. 6. — *^ And 
when the centurion saw what was done, he glori- 
fied God, sayii>g, certainly this was a righteous 
manr vs. 47.—" But now ye seek to kill me, 
a man that hath told you the truth." John viiL 
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40. — *^ A man that is called Jesus, made clay 
and anointed mine eyes." ix. 11. — *^ Jesus of 
Nazareth, a man approved of God among yoa 
by miracles and wonders, imd sigos, which God 
did by him in the midst of you.'' Act ii. 22.— 
'* fiecause he hath appointed a day, in the which 
he will judge the world in righteousness by that 
fndn whom he hath ordained.'' xm. 31. — ^' For 
there is one God, and one mediator between God 
and men, the man Christ Jesus." 1 Tim. ii. 5. 
See ako John i. 30. vii, 46. x. 33. xviii. 17. 
Bom. V. 15. 1 Cor. xv. 21. 

As a further confirmation of the proper human- 
ity of Christ the Unitarian appeals to various 
texts of Scripture, where he is said to have be^i 
bom into the world like other men; to have 
undergone the regular discipline qf a ehiUl; to 
have been subject to the feelings of j&jf and 
sorrow f love and anger; to have undei^one ten^ 
tation; to have felt the pains of htmger and 
thirst ; and to have mffered and di^ like other 
men. '' To this end was I hom^ and for this 
cause came I into the world, that I should bear 
witness unto the truth." John xviii. 37. — " Is 
not this the Carpenter^ the son of Mary r" Mark 
vi. 3. — " And the Jews marvelled, saymg, Hoto 
knotveth this man Utters^ having never learned f 



John vii. 15. — ^^ In that hour Jesu^ r^aiced in 

spirit,'' Luke x. 21.—" Jesus iveptv John 3d» 

35. — ** Then Peter, turning about^ seeth the dis* 

ciple whoip Jesus laved foilomngJ'^ John iodi 

20^ — *^ And when he had looked round about on 

them with anger — ^he saith unto the man^ Stretch 

forth thine hand." Mark iii. 5. — ^** And he was. 

in llie wilderness fc^yda^jSy tempted hy Satan.^^ 

i. IS.--**" And in those days he did eat nothing ; 

and when they were ended, he afterward Amiger^ 

edr Luke iv, 2.-^'' Jesug knowing that all things 

were now accomplisfaed^aith I tMrstT John 

xlx. 28.—'^ Then saith he unto them, My soul 

18 exceeding son^owftd^ even unto death." Mat. 

xxvi. 38.-^" And being in an agony he prayed 

more ^mestly : and hi» sweat was as it were 

great drops of blood falling down to the ground/* 

Luke xxii. 44^^—'' And when he had cried with 

a loud voke, he said, Father, into thy hahdi^ I 

commend: my w^iAii and having said thus, he 

gave yp tke ghost.'^ xsdn. A&. i . 

* * 

The Unitarian, moreover, infers the superiority 
of the Father from various passages in which 
he is Uterally and emphatically styled the Gob 
of Jesus. *' And about the mnth' hour Jesus 
cried with a loud voice, saying, Eli, Eli, lama 
sabachthanir that h to say, My Gory; uny^Gov^ 

c 
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why hast thou forsaken me T Mat. xxvii. 46. — 
See also Mark xv. 34.—" Go to my brethren, 

* 

aud «aj unto them I ascend unto my Father, 
and your Father; and to my Goi>, and your 
God.** John xx. 17.--'" The God and Father of 
0W Z^ord Jesw CAristf which is blessed' for ever- 
more, kno'weth that I Ue not." 2 Cor. xi. ai.— * 
See also £ph. i. 3. Col. i. 3. 1 Pet. i. 3.— 
"I cease not to give thanks for yo^u, making 
mention of you in my prayers, that the God o/ 
our Lord Jesus Christ , the Father of glory, may 
give unto you the spirit of wisdom and revela- 
tion in the knowledge of him.** £ph. L 16, .17. 

Such is the Scriptural basis on * which the 
Unitanan grounds his belief of Christ's humani-* 
ty; and his adversary admits, without reluctance 
or heaitatipb, its consistency with the genume 
doctrines of the New Testament. But the ad- 
mission amounts in fact to nothing, for he main^ 
tains at the same time that Jesus was perfect 
God as well as perfect man ; the most exalted, 
and yet the most frail and dependent of all 
bdngs. "He believes," as Lord Bacdn, with 
characteristic force and acuteness, observes, 
" three to be one, and one to be three ; a father 
not to be older than his son ; a son to be - equal 
with his &ther; and one proceeding from both 
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to be equal to both ; as believing^ three perspqs in 
one nature/ and two natures in one person. He 
belielves a virgin to be the mother of a son ; aud 
that yery son of Hers to be her maker. He be- 
lieves him to have been shut up in a narrow celK 
whom heaven and earth could not cohtain. He 
believes kim to have been bom in time, who was 
and is from everlasting. He beKeves him to 
have been a weak child, and carried in arms, 
who is almighty; and him once to have died 
who alone has life and immortality^"* Self- 
complacent, happy Christian ! Continue in the 
full aud free enjoyment of opinions like the^e, 
so long as they are capable of yielding thee solid 
comfort and lasting satisfaction; but blame not 
him who now addresses thee if his faith is less 
pliant, and hk creed less comprehensive than 
thine. Far, indeed, be it fiom me^ my dear 
Friend, to detract from: the merits, or asperse 
the character of Jesus. God is my witness that 
I receive his precepts and bow to his authority 
with all due humility and reverence; that I 
accept his offered terms of salvation with de- 
vout gratitude and thankfulness ; and that 1 am 
willing to embrace his doctrines as a revelation 
of the counsels 6f heaven, involving in them my 



.^^ 



• Works, 4to. vol. ili, p. 129. 



Ibest^ my dearest, my eternal interests. If, theii» 
Mrith a? holy emulati<m I. strive, to resemble him 
ifi spiHt, and in the .expeUences of his charac- 
ter:— rif I -approach the throne of my heavenly 
ij^ath^r i<^ hi^ name, and aspire to he accepted 
of him. a^ his fa,^hful» sincere and consistent dis« 
ciple;— if I am careful to perform my d%Ay as 
11 man.aod a Christian, nfidther abusing the privi-r 
)£^s wliM<!h 1 enjoy, nor blaspheming that worthy 
iiaiQe by -iv'hich I am called :— shall any one dare 
to impuga my principles, or blame the scanti- 
ness ^ of my creed ? Forbid it truth and equity ! — 
Forbid it candour, humility and every Christian 
virtue I . 

But let us now pursue, for a moment, the 
consequences of that system which exalts Jesus 
to an equality with the Father. If his nature 
had beea essentially and truly divine, could it, 
think you, with any shew of reason, have been 
said of him that he was chosen to be ^ sprant of 
God, an^d an^nte^ by him to preaoh the gospel ? 
Can you imagine that he would have been s^kea 
of as A MikN approved of Qob by miracles and 
wonders and signs, which God did by him ? Is 
it probable that he w.puld have been subjected to 
the pains and sufferings, the trials and infirmities 
pf frptil humanity ? And would his conduct have 
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been exhibited to us by writers acquainted with 
the astonishing fact that. he was very and eter« 
nal God, as a pattern proper for our imitation ? 
Are we not expressly told that ** in all things it 
behoved him to be made like unto his brethren^ 
that he m^fat be a merciful and faithful High 
Priest m things pertaining to God, to make re* 
conciliation for the sins of the people ?" Heb. ii, 
17. Whence, then, let me asjc, this imperious 
necessity, if the doctrine in question forms any 
part of genuine Christianity? Could not our 
salvation have been accomplished, but by the 
condescension and humiliation of Deity itself? 
Could not man have been reconciled to his 
maker but by the crucifixion and death of the 
eternal judge of all the earth ? This may be 
the Christianity of Athanasius, of Calvin, and 
of numbers besides whom fashion or prejudice 
has moulded into a conformity wkh their senti* 
ments : but,, be assured, it is not the Christianity 
of the New Testament ;— it is not the Christianity 
of Matthew or of John, of Peter or of Paul. 
If Christ, indeed, were every thing which ortho* 
doxy represents him, 1 should be glad to learn, 
in what the efficacy of hi& example would con- 
sist? Peter has declared that, when Jesus suf. 
fered, he left us an example which we should 
do well to follow; 1 Pet. ii. 21. and I caqijot 
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tliiiik that he meant to msult our feeling^s, or 
mock our hopes, vfhea he made that encouraging 
declaration. Let it be admitted, however, that 
Jesus was, in all respects, equal to the Father, 
and you put into the mouth of the apostle words 
without meaning :— jou lay down a rule of con- 
duct^ which is, in the nature of things, utterly 
inc^>able of application^ On this supposition 
we might, it is true, admire the Virtues which 
distinguished his character, and reflect upon 
them with feelings of yeneration and awe ; but a 
perfect example of human virtue would still be 
wanting. We could not possibly place ourselves 
in the situation of one whose nature was so far 
superior to out own ; and must ever despair of 
successfully imitating a character so exalted, 
and so divine.* 

1 would observe further, however, that it is 
in reference to the strict and proper humanity 



' * In reflectUig on Ae orthodox tystem coneerniog the divine natore 
of Christ, I have often been struck with the propriety of an observa- 
tion which Johnson has made npon *^ the plan of Paradise Lost," and 
which will apply at least with equal fbrce ta the wloect before ns. 
Had Jesns been possessed of snch a nature, hi« life, as it appears to 
faie, would have *^ comprised neither human actions nor human man- 
ners. We should have found no transactions in which we could have 
been ensaged ; beheld no condition in which im conid, by any effort 
of imagination, have placed ourselves; and should therefore have had 
Uttle natural' curiosity or syinpatby/'— See Johnson's LUe of Milton. 
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of Jesus, that we view him seated at the right 
hand of the Father. For if he was only exalted 
to a state of dignity which he had enjoyed before 
hid appearance in the flesh, and wai^ invested 
with honours which he had voluntarily laid aside, 
and could at any time resume; his followers, 
it is manifest, would have derived from his 
example but little encouragement to a life of 
perseveiing holiness. His ascension into heaven, 
and reception at the right hand of God> would 
have been attended with no beneficial effect upon' 
their conduct, had they not embraced the con- 
viction that his piety and virtue were the result of 
human eiforte, aided by the divine blessing, and 
his exaltation the object and the reward of his 
unceasing fidelity. If, therefore, God has- rais- 
ed Jesus to a state of peculiar eminence, and 
'^ given him a name, which is above every name f 
he it remembered that it is only because he first 
*' humbled himself, and became obedient unto 
death :" and if that exemplary obedience which 
he manifested > should constrain every tongue to 
" acknowledge that he is Lord,^- i let the acknow- 
ledgment be made in the name and '^ to the 

glory of God the Father.** Phil ii. 8, 11. 

... ■. » 

Looking, then, at . tl^e general tenour •. of the 
Gospel history, as well as the history and writf 
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ings of the apostle, what do we find to counte- 
nance the doctrines of Christ's Proper Deil;y and 
Equality with the Father? Nothings — literally 
nothing, but a few false readings and mistransla-^ 
tions, with a passage here and th^re, which, by 
remote inferences and far fetched analogies, is 
made to speak a language favourable to these 
doctrines. The .Gospel of John has, indeed^ 
been considered as an exception to this state- 
ment, by many ifV&i whom I have occasionally 
conversed upon this subject; and wbo^ have 
been otherwise disposed to think favourably of 
the Scriptural argumenlte for the! doctrinea of 
Unitarianisml . But the passages, it should, be 
recollected, whuhh appear to give most Mi^gth 
to this opinion, are dkectly opposed to the gene* 
ral tenour of the gos^l, and the expipess user- 
tions of our Lord himsdf. Besidesy the. Evan^- 
gelist, in assigning his own nMrtives for the 
composition of his Gospel, makes no allusion 
whatever to the doctrine of oixr LordVtDiviQity. 
He professes, on the other hand, tb have vmtten 
it with a view to condfirm the^testiinony of tlie 
other Evangelists, that! he waik^a gre^t .pro^et, 
sent to teach mankind the vray'of eternal life. 
" Many other signs truly did Jesus in the pre- 
sence of his disciples, which are not written in 
this book: but these are written that ye might 
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believe that Jesus is the Christy the sdN of Gat^i 
icind that, beli^vingv ye might have life in his 
name." xx. 30, 31 • Here we haye the Evan*- 
g^list 9 own statement of the motives which 
induced him to write his gospel; and it is a states 
inent of the most explicit and satisfactory nature. 
He does not tell his readers that, because men 
had been led to entertain/ erroneous notions Of 
the person and character of Jesus, he had thought 
fit to state facts i?vithin the compass 6( bis own 
knowledge which would restore to him the digUity 
uud pre-eminence of which he hiad been divested. 
He merely professes to relate a few of the inci* 
dents in his life which have a tendency to confirm 
the tnijth of his mission; and which, but for the 
fondness and partiality of friendship, might have 
been buried in oblivion, and for ever lost to the 
investigaldon^ and researches of muQkind. Other 
facts of the same interesting nature, he tells us, 
might have been recorded; but these be thinks 
BufficieUt to answer tiie object which he had in 
view. Are we, then, to credit his own dedara* 
lion, or trust to the vague and idle conjectures 
of others ? Did he write to prove that Jesus w^s 
God or the son of G6i»? You have already 
heard his reply to these questions, nor is the sub- 
stance of that reply in any respect at variance 
with what the apostle has advanced in the cour^^e 
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of Ins gospel. ISe has recorded no fact ; - he 
has preserved no discourse; he has permitted 
no observation to escape bim, from which it can 
be- inferred, by the rules of sound interpretation, 
that the nature of Jesus was superior to that of 
man. On the other hand, he has not been back* 
ward to declare that God gave him the spirit 
without measure; called him his best bdoved 
and only begotten son; made him the chosen 
revealer of his will to mankind ; and constituted 
him his sole representative and vicegerent upon 
earth. These, indeed, are important offices, and 
worthy of the exalted personage invented with 
them. But had Jesus been what be is represented 
by orthodox writers, you would have met with 
something to remind you of it in every page, 
not of this gospel only, but of every book of 
Scripture. It wotald have been enforced in terms 
too obvious and unequivocal to istdmit of doubt. 
You would have found it in all the gospels. 
Paul would have taught it: Peter would have 
taii^ht it: Jam^ would have taught it: John 
would have teught it But what is the fact*? 
Tbey have all observed a profound silence res- 
pecting it ; and uniformly spoken of Jesus as a 
fubordinate and dependent creature. Be it our 
object, then, to study^ with care and impartiality, 
vi%at they have written; employing the reason 
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which God ha^ given U8, and r^ctiog the glosdes 
and interpretations of fallible men. Revelatipn 
will then cease to be a mystery; and the sacred 
oracles will no longer be to us ** a fountain shut 
up*' or *^ a book sealed/' 



Scnptural Proof that the Holy Spirit is not 
an Intelligent Being, distinct frmn God the 
Father. 

The terms Holy Spirit and Spirit of God are 
admitted to be synonymous both by the Trinita* 
liaa and the Unitarian. It is not till they begin 
to define the meaning of these terms that any 
difference of opinion arises between them; and 
f^e difference is then abundantly apparent The 
separate personal existence of the Holy Spirit is 
a doctrine essential to the creed of the Trinitari^. 
The formulary erroneously ascribed to Atbana- 
sius, and adopted by the Chureh of England^ 
msontains that '' there is one person of the Fa- 
ther, another of the Son, and another of the 
Holy Ghost C' and yet that '' the Godhead of 
the Father, of the Son,, and of the Holy Ghost 
is all one; — the glory equaU the majesty coeter^ 
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n^r The Unitarian cannot conscientionsly subk 
scribe to this doctrine, because he is unable tu 
discover any foundation for it in the language of 
Scripture, He is aware, however, that, on the 
ground of this rejection, his adversary, if he 
have not recourse to harsher terms, will^ in all 
probability, charge him with obstinate prejudice 
and invincible ignorance. Whether it is that his 
mental vision is obscured ; or whether he wilfully 
shuts his eyes against the light of truth ; or whe^ 
ther bis adversary is mistalcen in his opinion, and 
advances a groundless charge against him; the 
following observations may perhaps aamst us iu 
Bome piefisure to determine. 

It is common for the- sacred writers to employ 
the spirit of a person to denote a person hmedf. 
Thus it is said, in reference to Moses, that the 
Israelites ^' provoked his spirit^ so that he spake 
unadvisedly with his lip»;" Ps- ovi. 33.— ^atid 
this language is explained in the forty third varse, 
where it is said ** they provoked him with their 
counsel." The common valedictory wish of the 
apostle Paul at the conclusion of his epistles is 
^* The grace of our Lord Jesus Christ be with 
your — See Rom. xvi. 20, 24, 1 Cor. xvi* 23. 
Phil. iv. 23. 1 Thes. v, 28. 2.Thes. iii. 18. 
^ut in some instanced he has adopted the above 
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periphrasis of the Psalmist : — ** The grace of our 
L.ord Jesus Chmt be with tfowr sjurit.'* Gal. vi. 
18. Philem. 35. See also 2 Tim. iv. 22:-- and 
io the foUowiog pasnage he has not only idedttfied 
the spirit of man v^ith man kimseff but has dience 
ai^ued in favour of a similar identity in the Di- 
yine Nature. ** What man kiioweth the things 
of a man, saVe the spint of man which is in him ? 
Hvea so, the things of God kuoweth none but 
the Spirit of GoD." I Cor. ii. 11. From the 
above prraii^es I deduce these plain and obvious 
inferences. The Spirit of God or Hafy Spirit 
is a phrase used by the sacred writers to denote 
the Divine Mindy in precisely the same sense that 
the spirit of man denotes the human mind; and 
as man and his spirit are one and the same per- 
son» God and the Spirit qf God are likewise one 
and the same person. 

But on these points we need not rest satisfied 
with the mere deductions of reason : for they are 
set forth in numerous and express declarations of 
Scripture. The Evangelist Matthew thus records 
an observation made by Jesus to the Pharisees ; 
^^ If I cast out daemons by t/ie Spirit of God, then 
the kingdom of God is come unto you:'' Mat. 
xii. '28. and that the Spirit qf God here signifies 
the power of God, or God himself , is clearly 
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Hsimifest from the parallel place in Luke's Gos- 
pel. •* If I with the finger of God cast out 
daemons* DO doubt the kingdom of God is come 
upQn yo^." Luke xi 20. The Psalmist, implor- 
ing assistance from abpve, says, *^ Cast me uot 
away from thy presence^ and take not tht/ Holy 
Spirit from me:'' Ps. Li. 11. and again, in allu- 
sion to the divine omnipresence, be exclaiqus, 
** Whither shall I go from thy Spirit^ pr whither 
shall .1 flee from thy presence T P&. cxxxix« 7. 
evidently meaning by the pronoun thy, in both 
mstances, God himself; and by Spirit and 
Holy Spirit the presence and energy qf God» la 
the Acts of the Apostles Peter is represeoted ^s 
thus addressing Ananias. ^* Why hath Satan 
filled thine heart to lie to the Holy Ghost» 
and to keep back part of the price (tf the laud ? 
"Whiles it remained, was it not thine ovm ? And 
after it was sold, was it not in thjne own power ? 
Why hast thou conceived this thing in thine 
heart? Thou hast fiot lied unto ra^a, but imla 
God.'' Acts v. 3, 4. Now that the Holy Ghost 
or God against whom Ananias had lied was the 
God and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, I am 
authorised to infer from the combined testimony^ 
of three Evangelists. Let the Trinitarian com- 
pare the following parallel passijiges ; and let him 
reconcile, if he can, to thq satisfaction of his 
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own mind, the di£Siculty which, according to his 
syrtem. «i»e. from the compamon. 

It is not ye ib%t speak, bdt 
the Spirit of voter Father 
which speakem m yon. MaL 



It is not ye that speak, but 
the Hol^ Ghoit. Mark xm. 
11. See also Luke xii. 12. 



X. 20. 



If the substantiBl meaniiig of our Lord^s ex- 
pressaon is cooveyed by all three Evangdkts; 
(and, tboii^ they cannot all hare reported hb 
exact words, God forbid that we should charge 
any of them with misrepresentation or error!) 
then the distinct personality of the Holy Spirit is 
a doctrine of mere human invention, baseless and 
visionary as the dream of the enthusiast* 

But the term Holy Spirit is frequently employ- 
ed by the sacred writers to denote the effect as 
well as the efficient cause; the manifestatiGH ef 
divine power as well as divine poiver itself. 
Thus, it is said to be given, and to ftdl or come 
upon persons inspired. *^ When Simon saw tiiat 
through laying on of the apostles* hands the Holy 
Ghost was giveny he offi^ed them money.^ Act^ . 
viii. 18.— « The Holy Ghost fell on all them 
which heard the word.** x. 44. — " And when 
Paul had laid his hands upon them, the Holy 
Ghost came on then^." xix. 6, 'Men are likewise 
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said to r^eive it, and to beJSkd with it '' Re^ 
ceive ye the Holy Ghost." John xx. 2*. — ^** And 
they were all filled with the Holy Ghost." Acts 
ii. 4«!* — '* Look ye out among you seven men of 
honest report, full of the Holy Ghost and nds- 
dom/' vi. 3. It is also represented as dwdting 
in holy men, and influencing their conduct and 
actions in various Vays. " That good thing 
which was committed unto thee keep by the 
Holy Ghost wkieh Aedl^h in us." 5k Tim. i. 14. 
— ^' And Jesus bcfing fell of die Holy Ghost — 
was M by the Spirit into the wfldemess.*' Lake 
iv. L— '' Ttey were forbidden of the Holy Ghost.'' 
Acts xvi 6.—" The Spirit snff&ed themnat."** vs. 
7. The Holy Ghdst, then, or Holy Spirit^ 9A 



* In tfae above passages the comifimi r^nderini^ 6as be6ii itndioosly 
fetained ; but tilere can lie ntf doubt tliat they wmM liave explasted ibik 
•ense of the origrioal moFe exactly^ if the article had baaiH In iome in- 
stances, rejected, llitts, we should have read ** And they were all 
filed with heihf gpifit. Look ye o«t aaienjr y^ Hvtn men fsH of M^ 
gpirU and miidom. &e.^ It k likewise evident that the phrase Ho^ 
Spirit nrif^ht, in various passages of the New Testament, have been ren- 
deredy ceB^rmably to th6 KBdm of onr own lasgoage, aad witiioiit the 
slightest violence to the original, holvU9$ nf ^lirU or ^^Mt 9/ Ao&iesa. 
Both these phrases are (bund in the apostolical writingii. Thus, Peter 
addresses his epistle ^ to the strangers scattered throogftont Pont09# 
Oalatia, Cappa^ocia, Asia and Bithynia; elect according to the foreknow- 
ledge of God the Father, through hoOMsa tf spirit:*' 1 Pet. i. 1, 2. and 
Paal, speaking of the exaltation of Jesus, says that he was '* deelared to be 
the son of God with power, accordii% to the spirit ^ ksHmss^ by the 
resurrection from the dead.** Rom. i. 4. Compare with this latter pas- 
«sg^ i. Pet- iii. IS. aad see Schlcwmer under the word IINBYHA* ^ 10. 
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^heA upon odr Lord^and Im ftpostW^ dmet«9 
a si^pemataral impulse^ or dommuDtcatiofi cf 
spiritual gifts aiid powers froin ou bigh: the 
Being: from wbcmi it proceeds is tbe God iKnd 
Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, wliose pre-^ 
seiioe pervades iril qpace, and whose i^ueiioci 
ejctends to the remotest bounds of <ireatioiir 

It only rraaains to be obfterved on this head 
that .there, are a feikr passages of Scripture hi 
which, tiie Holy Sfmt is personified, or 'ipoken 
of as a person or intelligent b^ng: those^' for uh 
stance, in the Gospel of John, which relate to the 
promise of the Holy Spirit under the name iii 
a C<mfi»rttt^ and which occqr in 4he affectionate 
address of Jesus to his apostles a short time 
before his crucifixion. '* I will pray thfe Fa&er, 
and he shall give you onoM^ Comfwterf that h^ 
may abide wilii you^ for ever.** John xiv, lO:-** 
See also vs. 2«. atr. 2^27. xvi. 7,~14* The' 
CoiT^arfor promised in the above cited pass^ 
is styled another Comforter, probably in allnsion 
to Jesus, who had be^u tbeii' Comforter during" 
his abode among th^m, and whose absence it 
was now necessary to supply* Nor is it im^ 
probable thitt the apostles^ from this highly fign^ 
rative language^ . were led to expect that this 
Comforter would be a rsal ptaiMn hkt Jesus/ 



98 

(hjMiglHhey *eoiild baveliaif ne ilistiact idea of the 
ieircumBtaDces and time of his appearance. But 
it was not long before they were instnicted in 
Voth these particttkurs: for Jesus, iroinediately 
aflt^ his resurrection, reminded them of the pro^ 
mi^ which he had made ; and prepared them foe 
its fulfilment' in the following remarkable words^ 
^* Behold I send the promise of my Father upon 
you: but tarry ye in (he city of J^uaalan, until 
ye be endued with po^cer from on high." hake 
' xxiv. 4&. ^nd again, "Wait for the promise of 
the Father^ whidi ye hare heard of me : for John 
truly baptized With water ; but ye shall be bap- 
tized wi|h Me Hoiy Ghost not many days hence.'' 
Acts i. 4, !^4 It appears, therefore, that the pro^ 
wise of the Father was the communication of 
power from on highs or baptism tvith the Holy 
Spirit ; and that, in a few days, this promise 
was jto receive its accomplishment*. Cast you£ 
eye, then^ upon the chapter. immediately follow- 
ing that which has .just been quoted, and the 
whole subject will be made clear. "Whentlie 
d?iy of Pent^ost was. fully come, they were, all 
with one ai>cord in one place: and suddenly 
there came a sound from heaveo as of a rushing^ 
might jf wind; and it JUUd all thB house where 
they were sittings And there appeared unto them 
cXoyjso. to^uei; like a»^of fir^? and.it sat upon 



9$ 

«aeh df tlracik;^ Aoyd they were all ^HkdivkA the 
Mohf "Qhosii and . l>Qgaa ; to . speak with other 
tongaesy w^the Spsnt gjive theaaoa utterance." Acts 
ii. 1,— ^4*. < The teiiin CSam/oi/jei* wa6 liable to mis*, 
eoostracdoo; but its meaning ceases. now to be 
ambiguot^, and all .doubtci are resolved. The 
proijaise of Jei»^is receives its. acGOio{^iahiBuei)t; 
his apostles are literally baptize^ tvith ilie Holy 
JSpiriif and; uaderthp^pftwerftilinfluenQ«,of (jS>d 
e^oerted upon their minds^ they go forth into the^ 
world conquering and to conquer; 

.1 
. On the whole, (hen, it appears, that the dis- 
tinct personality of t^e Holy Spirit is a doctrine 
altogether uoauthprized by Scripture. P^rsonitir 
cation, it is well known to all who arp conyersant 
in the language 6f the New Testameuti is a coiA'> 
mon figure among the sacred writers. Thus, 
Death and Sin are Jrequently personified by the 
apostle Paul ; and Charity is spoken of, in the 
most animated and glowiqg janguftge, by thia, 
same witer, as mteek, patient and forgiving; 
bearing all things, believing all things, and hop- 
ing all things. 1 Cor. %\\\. 4, 7. But these are 
clearly figurative expressions ; and ought not, 
therefore, to be literally understood. Apply^ 
then, the same principle of interpretatiou to those 
pt^ssages in which the Holy Spirit is personified 
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l^y JesiVf aftd Im Umgmg^ will a{qM»r» not mil; 
cmudstent with the usaal idiDxn ai the Jiew 
Testament, but admirably deecriptive af those 
miraculous gifta which were 4ifiu8ed amouig the 
-apostles after his ascension into beaireii» and 
"which tended to preserve in them an habitual oon^ 
sciousnesti of the divine presence and blesmng. 

I proceed now, however, to the third and last 
soibject on which I propose to treat; and al^ 
though what | shall advance <m this head may 
possess but slight claims to the character of ori- 
ginality, it will be found, I hope, at |east» to give 
a clear qiid impartial view of many thinga which 
are little known to the majority of Christians, but 
which derive great importance from their connect 
tion mrith the study of sacred and revealed truth. 



OaOUNDS 6F DIFfCRISNCE BETWEEN THE CANO^r AND 
TfiXT ADOPTED BY THE EDrrORS OF THE IMPaOVED 
VERSION AND THOSE OF THE AUTHORIZED TRANSLA- 
TION. 

Camnk qf the New TestameiU. 

It is commonly urged against Unitarians that 
they have not the same reverence for the Bible 
which is found among other denominations ef 
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dtfistmns;' ^qd tlK|,t tliesr alter panageBwfaiclr 
do not a^oril itrith their' own views^ 90 as to 
make them cotivef a sense entirely fo?eigD (rom 
that of the original authors. But no' deno4 
miaation of^Cbftstiaast 1 will veo^x^ ta dffina,' 
has dou6inore,'in proportion to it» numbers, td 
establish the genuineness of the books of Scrips 
tore, ittd shield them irom the attacks of infidels, 
than Uakamns. Let tlie appeal be made to 
iactSi aad where will you feid a person^ amon^ 
the ranks of orthodoxy, who has laboured to 
cotifirm the truth of the 0hriitian Religion, with" 
as mach assiduity and aaccess as Lardner^ 
His Credibility of the Gospel History, and Col* 
lection of Jewish and Heafhen Testimonies, con- 
atitate by ht the ablest defence of C^iristianity 
which the world' has ev&r seenl; and yet he ii^ 
classed by many among the revilers of Jesusb 
and the enemies of his Gospel I i Hie truth ia^ 
deed is that Unitarians have wished to see the 
evidence in fovour of Christianity placed up^a 
rational and satisfactory grounds; and, widi 
this view, have paid particular attention to 
the iarguments which prove it to be a ENvine 
Revelation. ''Our assent,'" say they, **is re-» 
quired to certain statements and propositions 
claiming to be of heavenly origin. Let us satii^fy 
ourselves tbat the claim is well founded, and no 
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will yiehl ia^ererycgMpel iwrecept: ^ -free- 
unheciitating obedience; we wiH emhnce eveyry 
gospel doctrine witli joy and gladness ; we wiU 
follow our divine . iDatmctet through evil report 
andJ. through;, good, report, and cotmt aH tilings 
but loss for the jexeellency. of tiie, knoi/Hledge of 
Christ Jesus our li^i^/' Phil. iii. d. Saob. 18 iboi 
principle ad<ipted;by Unitairiiui^ ; and, in xoufor. 
mity with this .^onciploi th^y study tlie levideaca^ 
of RevelatioDv and ni^ke themselyeft aeq^nted 
with the proper sodrce^ and legitimate objects 
of Biblicial Griticimi, before they attraapt to uu^ 
derstandor explain tiie do<^rine6 of Christiaiiity. , 
• . . . 
But here a . q^^stion' occurs which Jt is of some 
importance, tp iiptice ; and, .1 introduce it in thi» 
place because I : consider it to , have bten one 
fruitiul souirce Of the errors which have prevailed 
r^pecting Ut)it{trianisin« It relates to the ge- 
nfivieoess of the. books of the New Testamaut, 
and has been more or less di^ussi^d by almost 
ev^ry denomination of Christians. In calling^ 
your attention to it^ therefore, I do that to which; 
I am invited by the example of the candid and- 
libi^ral among .all parties : I tr^d in the footsteps 
of /those who have been long and deservedly, 
regarded as the ornament and glory of Christi . 
anity; I appeal to welt known historical facts». 



Wjricii-^^ it womW 'he presompt&m' aflid ,folly to 
deny^CIsi these grouodst then, I as^rt with 
Gonfidencey that the genuinenessr of every book 
06 the New Testement demands a sepai'ate iaveslF> 
tigation. 1 mamtain thai the gospels atMki^ 
thewi Mark, Luke and Jobd ape as distiiict from: 
f»achrother .asr the' histories of Hume, Rapia; 
Oldmixon and Geofii^y. of M^mmoutii. iNor has 
any ioitividual, or assemblage of men a right to 
d^;ermiiie wh^tiier I shall reeeire them or. not as 
the; gemikie prod actions ^ of the! persons whose 
names diey bear. I. believe, indeed, that all the - 
historical books of the New Testamenit aire pro- 
perly assigned to their re^>ective authors, and 
am willmg to receive them as containing aothen^ 
tic narratives of the life and ministry of Jesus and 
his apostles : but I believe these things, not be^ 
cause others have believed them before me, but 
because 1 have been at the pains of examining, the 
subject for myself. I believe too that the'q>istles 
inscribed to the Romans, the Corinthiansi the 
Galatians, the £pb^sians» the Philippians, the 
Colossians and the Thesisalonians ; as well as 
those addressed to Timothy, Titus and Philemon, 
are the genuine productions of the apostle F^nl ; 
because I am well satisfied, from the evidience 
adduced> that they could have been written by no 
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oneolse* Butt ^f vmcns lysd weighty Teisdne^f 
i cannot, mih the same confidaKSet ^affirm that 
Paul was the author of the epvsde to the He^ 
teew8,. ahhough it is assigopd to him in^ (he title 
which the editors of the Received Yersion have 
prefixed to it in their translation. I think it 
highly probable that the epistle oonunonly ascribe 
ed to James is genuinei becauM it appears to 
have been known to Clemmis Romanus and Hear^ 
mas, two of the earliest Apostolical Fathers ; 
^md because it is found in the Ganpti of the first 
fiyriac New^ Testament, which is ikcidedly .the 
most ancient version of the Christian Scriptures, 
I believe that, of the epistleii ascribed to Jfohji 
and iPeter, the first of each is genuine ; but am 
compelled to state respecting the others, (viz. the 
second of Peter, and the second and third of 
John,) that there is no evidence to establish the 
fact of their general reception in the early ages of 
tfa^ Christian Church. And for similar reasons, 
I think, vnth Lardner and tndny «khefs, tteit the 
epistle of Jude and^the Apbqalypse ought not 
to be regarded tts of sufficient authority to esta- 
blidi by ^emselves any point of doctrine. — ^The 
testimony on which these opinions are founded 
it shall now be my object to state^ under thr» 
four followuig divisions* Firsty the evidence ot* 
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the Apostolical Fatlrers*; secondly^ that of tbe early 
Syrian Christians; thirdly y that of Origen; and 
fourthly^ that of Eusebius Pamphilus. 



I. 

(I.) Express allusions to particular books of the 

N. T* by 



Clemens Rom. 
A. B. 9d. 

1 Cojinthians** 



Ignatius, 
A. D. 107. 



Ephesisins.t 



Polycarpn 
A. D. I08« 

1 Corinthians.f 

Ephesians.^ 
Pliilippians.ti 



* " Take into yoar hands the epUtle of the blessed Paul the Apostle. 
What did he at th6 first write to you in the be^lnain^ of the Gospel ? 
Verily he did by the Spirit admonish yon concerning himself, and Cephas, 
and JpoUos, because that even then yod did form parties." Clem. £p. 
1. Cap. xlvii. This is evidently an allusion to 1 Cor. I, 12. 

^ ^' Do u>e aof know, that the sakOs shall judge the world 7 as Paul 
teaches.*' This passag^e is found in Poly carp's epistle to the Philippians, 
Cap. xl. and .contains a direct allusion to 1 Cor. vi. 2. 

i I^atius, writing to the EphesianSf says» (Sect. 12.) " Ye are the 
compaoioss of Paal the sanctified, the martyr^ deservedly most happy, 
vho^ throughout all bis epistle, makes mention of you in Christ J^sns." 

^ '' I trust that ye are well exercised in the Holy Scriptures, As in 
these S6ri|>tnre« it is said Be ft imgrtft emd sin not, and kt not the sun go 
dom upon your trraM.*' From this passage, whioh occurs in Polycarp's 
cpis^ to the Philipitiansj (Cap>xii.) it appears that the writings of the 
New Testament had in his time acquired the nafue of Sacred Writings, ' 
or Holy Scriptures ; and that the epistle of Paul to the Ephesians, which 
is here quoted, (iT. 26,) fonitedpart of the coUeGtion. 

II ** For neither I, nor any one like me c^n come up to the wlsdon »f~ 

F 
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(2.) Highly probable allusions to particular 

books of the N. T. by 

Barnabas. Clem. Rom. Hermas. Ignatius, Polycarp* 

A. D. 71. A. D. 96, A.D.IOO. A.D.107. A. D. 108, 

Matthew. -: ~ Matthew. Matthew, Matthew. 

— — — Luke. Luke. 

_^_, ■ John. 



Acts. 



Romans^ Romans, 

1 2 Corinthians. 



Galatians. 

1 Thessalonians. 

2 Thessalonians. 

1 Timothy, 

2 Timothy. 
1 Peter. 

1 John. 



(3.) Probable and supposed allusions to parti- 
cular books of the N. T. by 

Clem, R6m. Hermas, Ignatius. 

A. o, 96, A. D. 100. A. 0. 107. 

Matthew. 

Mark, — 



the blessed and renowned Paul, who, when absent* wrote yov an epistle, 
into which if ye look, ye will be able to edify yourselves in the faith 
which has been delivered to you.'* Polyc. £p. Phil. Cap. iii. 

* The above testimony of Polycarp is lugldy important; and it is rea- 
sonable to snppose, that all the books alluded to by him were received as 
ppennine by the Chnrch at Smyrna in his time. But, as his references 
were only occasional, and many of his epistles are lost,' vre are not justi- 
fied in coneladiai^, fi-om his sUence respecting the other books in our 
Canon, that he certainly r^eeted them. The testimony of Clement is 
also valuable ; and may be considered as that of the Church of Rome 
at the time when he lived. 
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Luke. 



Acts. 



2 Corintbians, 

Galatians* 

£pbesians. 

Puitippians. 

Opiosfiians, 

1 Tliessalonians. 

1 Timothy. 

2 Timothy. 
TitUs. 



John, 
Acts. 
Romans.. 
1 Corint]ii3ns, 



Ephesians. 



Hebrews. 



Acts. 
Romans, 

1 Corinthians* 

2 Corintliians. 
Galatians. 



Philippians. 

1 Thessalonians. 



2 Timothy. 
Philemon. 



* Easebiiu and Jerome inform us that the Church of Rome did not 
veceiire the epistle to the Hebrews at the period when they wrote ; and 
the probability U that ft was not received at the time of Clement; 
because it seems unlikely that any Church should r^ect a book after 
having once received It as the genuiue production of an apostle. For 
this reason the epistle to te Hebrews is not insertod in the above collec- 
tion of testimonies, although there are many passages in which that and 
th^ epistle of Clement bear a strtkhig resemblance to «ach other.. But 
there are additional reasons for doubting the genuineness of th^e^ epistle 
to the Hebrews. Caius, who is supposed to have been a Presbyter of 
Rome, and who flourished about' the year 200, enumerates o»ly tliirteen 
epistles of Paul, and says that the one inscribed to the Hebrews is not 
bis. Origen, a Prosbyfer of Alexandria, about twenty years after Caius, 
apeaks of the doubts which prevailed in his time respecting the genuine- 
ness of the epistle to the Hebrews. It deserves likewise to be noticed 
that the position of this epistle in the N. T. implies a doubt as to its 
genaineness on the part of those who made the present arrangement ; 
for every Christian knows, or ought to be informed, that Paul's epistles 
are arnmged, noi accord^g to the time when they were written, but 
accordmg to the supposed rank and impprtance of tliose to whom they 
are addressed. Thus, the epistles incribed to whole commanities are 
placed first, and those intended for the ase of individuals come second in 
order; whereas^ the common pMition of the. epistle to the Hebrews', 
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James. James,* ' 

1 Peter, 1 Peter, 

2 Peter, ^ 

■' ■ ^ — 1 John. 

9 ■ 3 Jotm. 



■• J 'vm 



n. 

If now we have recourse to the testimony of 
the Syriac Version we shall find a Canon corre- 
sponding very nearly with the one which may be 
deduced from the foregoing tables: — viz. the 
four Gospels, the Acts of the Apostles, thirteen 
epistles of Paul, the epistle of James, the first 
of Peter, and the first of John. To this has beeii 
added, by some, the epistle to the Hebrews, 
but without sufficient reason ; Michaelis having 
proved, from internal evidence, that it was not 
transl^.ted by the same person to whom we are 
indebted for a translation of the other books.f 



contf^^ry to the principle of arrangement adopted by those vrho formed 
the JReceived Canon, is after that addressed to Pbilemoii. '* It if only 
found at the end of those books/' says Father Simon, *' as foreign to the 
work, an4 f^ a piece that does not carry the same authority with the 
4)thers/* 

* Lardner prodncei po less than seven passages |n which Hennas 
appears to have had an eye to this epistle ; and concludes his quotations 
by saying '* I suppose all thpae passages are sufficient to prove the an- 
tiquity of the epistle of St. Jerries, and that Hermas alluded to it, and 
pad a high respect for it."— ^redil^^ f^. ii. Vol. i. Bk. 1. Ch. iv. p. 134. 

^ lifichaelis's Introd. by Marshi Vol. ii. Ch. vii. ^. ii. p. 5—8,' 
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Sow the learned Jeremiah Jones, iu his ** New 
and Full Method of settling the Cmionical Autha* 
rity of the New Testament^''* eaniestly contends 
for the antiquity of the Syriac Version, and has 
produced many arguments to shew that it was 
made in or near the times of the Apostles. 
Michaelis entertains exactly tlie same view of 
the question,t and has shewn that it is quoted 
by Ephrem the Syrian, who lived about the year 
of Christ 370. He has also alleged, in favour of 
the antiquity of this version, "its general recep- 
tion among all the sects of the Syrian Christians, 
a circumstance which evidently proves it to have 
been in general use before the Syrian Church 
was divided into parties ;" that is, about the end 
of th(8 third century. J For a more ancient date 
than this we J)ave no positive evidence, though 
many facts concur to render it probable that it 
existed a qentury or two earlier. " It certainly 
was made before the fourth,'' says Butler,§ " arid 
there are arguments to shew it was made at tlie 
end of the first, or the beginning of the second 
century." This version, then, affords positive 

III — - — — — - - ■ . — ■ - — ^- — . — — -^— .^ — . . — - - 

• Vol. i. Pt L Ch. xiv.— xix. f Introd. Vol. ii. Ch. vii, §. vi, vii, 

X Ernesti, ipeakin^ of this version, says, '^ jam ante schisma Eatycbta- 
num et Nestorianum, forte Sec. ii. facta est.** Inst. Intcrp. N. T. Pan 
ili. €ap. ;v. ^. 3. § Ho^ae Biblies, Vol. i. p. 183. 



lesrtiniony tlxat the Syrian Christians, at a ve?ry 
early periods reoeived twenty-oue. and omit4^d 
six of the books which compose our pres^^it 
canon of, the N. T, The books which they re* 
ceiiFed have been already enumerated: those 
ivhich they appear to have rejected are, the epis- 
tle to the Hebrews, the second epistle of Peter^ 
the second and third of Johuy the epistle of Jude, 
aod the Apocalypse* 

JIL 

Nearly similar appears to l>ave been the Can an 
of the Church of Alexandria at the beginning of 
the third century. The earliest catalogue of 
Canonical Books which is now extant was drawn 
up by Origen, a Presbyter of this Churchj whom 
Lardner places in the year 230. This catalogue 
contains the four Gospels> the Acts of the Apos- 
tles, the epistles of Paul, the first epistle of Peter„ 
the first epistle of John, and the Apocalypse.* 



* The Apocalypse U frequently mentioned both by Origen and Cypriai» 
as the production of the ,aposlle John, and appears to have been gene- 
lalLy. received as such, in their time by the difi'erent A&ican Churches 
Voth Greek and Latin. But we have seen nothing in the preceding 
testimonies to waisiant its, inswtion in the Canon of the New Testament. 
It fiorras no part of the old Syriac Version^ and there is not the roost 
distant allusion to it in the writings of Clemens Romanus» Ignatius, 
DC Polycarp. Hermas, indeed, makes use of expressions which greatly 
resemble the style of many passages in this book i but the similarity is 
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7he epistle to the Hebrews is likewise included 
in it,* as having been dictated by Paul, x)r writ^ 
ten by some one who was intimately conyersant 
with his style and manner of writing. But in this 



not such as to warraiit the cotKlusidn that he has borrowed iTom it i& auSr 
iustance. It may, however, have existed; and probably didexist, in the 
time of Hermas, and still may not have been the genuine production of 
tUe apostle John; althoagh it is ascribed to him by Justin Marl^, 
Irenseos, Clemens Alexamdrinas and TertoJlian, all of whom were emi- 
nent Christian Fathers of the second century. These testimonies to its 
l^enttineness, it mnst be confessed, are highly important; audfyet^ in th^ 
eiitimation of many celebrated Christian writers, they are not snificteiit 
to justify its insertion among the canonical books of the New Testament. 
" I put it," says Luther, (Preface to his German Translation. £d. 1522.) 
**' almost in the same rank with the fourth book of Esdras, and cannot any 
way find that it was dictated by the Holy Gliost.''— '* I candidly confess.-' 
says Michaelis, (Introd. Vol. iy. c. 33. Sect. 1.) ^ that oq the main ques- 
» on, whether it is a genuine work of St. Jolm the Evangelist, I hav^ not 
been able to obtain that certainty, which I have obtained in respect to 
otlier books of the New Teatam^nt.**— *' Among the spurious books," 
said Ettsebius fifteen tiundred years ago, (Hist. Eccles. lib. iii. c. 25.) 
** let the Revelation of John be ranked, (if you think good,) which, as I 
have said, some reject, but others allow of and admit among those books 
that are received as unquestionable and undoubted.'* Amidst this con- 
trariety of opinions it is noW impossible to ascertain the truth. .Many 
circumstances, however, appear to authorize the r^yection of it from the 
true Canon o£ Scripture. Gains, who has been already mentioned, (p. 47.) 

ascribes to Cerinthus a book of Revelations, which could have been no 

* 

other than that usually supposed to have been written by John, and which 
he pronounces a forgery. (Euseb. Hist. Eccles. Lib. iii. c. 28.) Dionyslus, 
a pupil of Origen, and Bishop of Alexandiia, says, (Euseb. Hist. Eccles. 
lib. vii^ c. 25.) '*Some who were before us have utterly r^ected and con- 
futed this book, criticising every paragraph ; adding^ moreover, that the 
inscription is false, forasmuch as it is not Jobn*s ; and that not only no 
Apostle, but not so much as any holy or ecclesiastical man was the author 
of this writing ; but that Cerinthus, founder of the heresy called after 



* Euseb. Hist. Eccles. Lib. vi. c. 25. 
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opinion Origen and his followers appear to bavo 
been singular.* The works of Cyprian,> Arch- 
bishop of Carthage, and Primate of all Africa, 
A. D. 250. abound in quotations from Scripture, 
and yet they contain not a single allusion to this 
epistle. " We know very well/' says Lardner, 
" that there were Christians before Origen, as 
well as others about his time, who did not con- 
sider this as one of Pauls epistles:" to which 
he addsy '' It is not easy to prove, that any 
Christians of the first two centuries, or some- 



him Cerintbian, the better to recontmeDd his Own for^cy, prefixed to it 
an honourable namer." Now I assert not, oir these ^roniMls, that Cerin- 
thu» was the undisputed author of the book of Revelation ; but this 1 
affirm and maintain,— that Dionysius, whose testimony is equal to that 
of the most unexceptionable among the ancient fatbea, has put it beyond 
dispute that the genuineness of this book was not established in the 
second century. And this testimony, I may be permitted to add, is 
greatly strengthened by that of subsequent writers : for, between the 
time of Dionysius and that of Jerome, inclnding a. space of abont 12& 
years, we have eight catalogues of the books of the New Testament, and 
only three of these contain tise Apoca^se. (See Jones on tfie Canon. 
Vol. i. Pt.*i. Ch, viii.) Those which have it not are the lists of Cyril, 
Bishop of Jerasalefflf A. I). 840 ; of the Bishops assembled at the Coniicil of 
Laodicea, (according to Jones,) A. D. 364; of Gregory Nafiakizen, 
Bishop of Constantinople, A. D. 975 ; and of Philastrius, Bbhop of 
Brescia, in Venice, A. B. 880. Eusebius, likewise, appears to have 
been convinced that it was spDcrioos, though he does* not absolutely 
d<^lare it so ; probably but of respect to the judjnneM of bis master 
Origen, who, notwithstanding his superiority as a Biblical scholar, w^ 
too fond of allegory and allegorical interpretations. 

• ** Origenis sentcntia hac in re peculiaris fuisse vidctur." Millii Prolcg. 
n. 217. 



53 

what lower, Ivho lived in that part of the Roman 
£lmpire, where the Latia tongae was chiefly 
used, recmed this asan epistle of Paul.*** — ^The 
books mentioned by Origen as well known in his 
time, though controverted by some, are the epis- 
tle of James, the second of Peter, the second 
and third of John« and the epistle of Jude^ 

IV. 

But it is now time that we should examine th^ 
Catalogue of Eusebius, to whom we are indebted 
for a valuable Ecclesiastical History of the first 
three centuries after Christ, and who haa col- 
lected within a small compass almost every thing 
•which can be said upon the subject of the Canon. 
The testimony of this eminent Father to the 
genuineness of the books of the N. Ti is appealed 
to by all {Mirties as the most important which 
history can now famish; and^ indeed^ had it 
not heea for the materials vnth which his industry 
has supplied us^ it must be confeissedtbat oiur 
information would have been much less copious 
and satisfectory than it is; But whether it is 
owing to the corruptions which his writings have 
undergone^ the peculiar difficulty of the subject, 
or the cautipn whick he found it necessary to 

• Credib. Pt. u. Vol ui, p, 2.55. 
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exercise in the course, of his remarks, one thing 
is certain ; — that much of what he has said is 
involved in deep and almost impenetrable obscu- 
rity. I shall, however, transcribe from Lardner 
greater part of that passage in his Ecclesiastical 
History* which treats " of the Scriptures univer- 
sally acknmvledgedj andtltose that are not such f 
and shall then endeavour, by a comparison with 
other passages in the same work, to illustrale 
and exphiin his meaning. 

" It will be proper," says Eusebius, ** to enu- 
merate here in a summarie way, the books of 
the '. New Testament, which have been alread v 
mentioned. Atid inthe first place are to be 
ranked the sacred fomr Xjlospels* Then 4he book 
of the Acts of the Apostles. After that are to be 
reckoned the Epistles of PauL In the next 
place, that called the first Epistle of Jolin, and 
the [first] Epistle of Peter are to . be este^emed 
authentic. After these,, is to be placed, if it be 
thought fit» the revdation of JbAn^ about which 
we 3hall observe the different opinions at a pro- 
per season* Of the controverted, but yet well 
known or approved by the most, [or many] are 
that called the E^ustleof James^ and 'that of 

-'■ ■ " ■■■I '■ " ■ ■ 1 ■ ■ ■'■ " ■ ■■■11 ■'-- - 

. • lib. lU. Cap. 25« 
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JTude^ and the second of Peter^ and the second 
and third of John : whether they are written by 
the Evangelist, or another of the same name. 
Among the spurious are to be placed the Acts 
of Paul^ and the book entitled the Shepherd, 
and the Revelation of Peter: and beside these, 
that called the Epistle of BafTiabaSf and the book 
named the Doctrines of the Apostles. And 
moreover, as I said, the Revelation of Johut if 
it seem meet: which some, as I have said, , re- 
ject, others reckon among the books univer- 
sally received. Among these also some have 
reckoned the Gospel according to the Hebrews, 
which the Hebrews who have embraced Christ 
make use of. AU these may be reckoned 
controverted.** 

In the preceding quotation, which certainly i$ 
not remarkable for distinctness and perspicuity, 
several writings are enumerated among the spu- 
rious and controverted books, which Origen 
has quoted with evident marks of approbation. 
Among these may be particularized the Acts of 
Pauly the Epistle of BamahcLs^ and the Shep- 
herd of HermcLS ; the last of which he considers 
as a " divinely inspired'* book. In the sj>uri6us 
class Eusebius likewise appears inclined to rank 
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the Apocalypse:* and if, with respect to this 
book, the testimooy of Origen is to be pro^ 
ferred, it may fairly admit of a question whether 
the other three, and particularly the Shepherd of 
HermaSf are not, on the same ground, entitled 
to a place ampng the Canonical books pf the 
New Testavaeat* 

• 
Jn the above extract you will likewise observe 
that the authenticity of Paul's Epistles is acknow- 
ledged in general terms, and no exception made 
with regard to the epistle to the Hebrews ; from 



• « Ab for BuBebeU own opinion/^ sajs Lardner, (Credib. Pt it Bk. i. 
Chs IxxiL Sect. iy..par, Sl^SS.) ** it does. net appear, that be received 
it, as a book pf tlie New Testament.— Tiiat lie was not positive of its 
being writ by Jok» the Apoitie and Evapgelbt is apparent iVom a pas- 
sage, where he saya, * It is likely, that the Revelation,' which goes under 
the name of Joi^, was seen by the 8econ<)> if not by the first:'' that is, 
by Mm thje Elder, if not by John the Apostle.—Npr can I say, that 
£Kir^f liaf In any of his works qvoted tlie Revelatiiin in the way ofi proof 
of any doctrine. He do^ inde^ reffnr to i( sometimes, ^d he quotes 
ft in his Demonstration. But it appears to me very remarkable, that ia 
1±!t Imig Commentarie upon the Psalms, and in the Comm^tarie npoo 
/soiof, then^ is i^ot one qnotatioi^, of this book, nor, I think, ^y notice 
taken of it In the Commentarie vpon the Psalms there are numerous 
j^notatloni ont of thp Gospels and Acts. All PauTt EpistUss afe quoted, 
except the Epistle t^ Tituf, aqd pio^t pf them often. The Epistle of 
Jame$f tiie first of Pefftf and the first of Ji»An, are also quoted there. 
But not one Ford from the book of tlie Revelation. It Is farther to be 
observ^d^ tha^ in the Cominenti^es upQ|i the Psalms and Jaaias h« had 
many fair ocpasions for quoting this book. His argument often led him 
to do so, and he could not bat think of it. Nevertheless, not one M'or4 
about it, that I remember. He seems to me therefore s^diously to hiive 
avoided all notice of the Hsvelatiou,' 
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^hich it has he^ii inferred by some that Eusehiud 
meant to include this ^istle among the undis' 
puted writings of Paul. But this assumption 13 
directly at variance with another passaiget where 
he informs us that ^* some reject it, urging for 
their opinion, that it is contradicted by the 
Church of the Romans, as toot being PottTs/'* 
This, with other passages which might have been 
enumerat6d,t certainly proves that Eusebius nev^ 
intended to class the epistle to the Hebrevi's 
among the genuine writings of Paul. Of its 
claim to be inserted among the books of the 
New Testament, he might be disposed to think 
more favourably than some of his predecessors ; 
but he could not, under the circumstances 
above mentioned, have regarded it as the nndts- 
puted producliou of the apostle* 

* 

Of the seven epistles usually styled Catholic, 
Eusebius informs us, in the above cited passage, 

* Hist £<v:aes. Ub. iU. c. 8, 

t '* As the evidisnce of this Epistle beings PoNTf did not appear eqnally 
clear with that fpr bis other Epistles ; the persuasion,*' says Lardner, 
*' was not equally certain, and doubts, as it seems* were sometimes apt 
to arise in his mind abqut it.-— It is generally sapposed, that he received 
it as one of PqteT^ Epistles. I think likewise, that he was well disposed 
to that sentiment Nevertheless I suspect, that he had doubts, and was 
pot clear and positive on that side the question*'' Credib. Pt. ii. Bk, i. 
ph. Ixxii. Sect ix. par. 16, 39. 
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that two <mly are to be received as nndouhte^y 
genuine; Bamely> the first of John, and the first 
of Peter. Of tb^ five disputed ones he seems 
inclined to pay most deference to that of James. 
Of the second of Peter he says, " We lare inform- 
ed by the tradition of the anci^ts that it is not a 
part of the New Testament : to which he adds, 
'* I know of but one epistle only that is genuine, 
and acknowledged by the Presbyters of former 
times.''* The second and third epistles of John 
are never quoted by him ; nor is there any refer- 
ence to that of Jude in the whole of his volumi- 
nous works. 

Socb, then, is a brief abstract of the testimony 
for and against the Received Canon of the New 
Testament ; on the strength of which the Editors 
of the ^ Improved Version'*')" have printed the 



* Hist Eecles. lib. lU^ c. »» 

t the felfowioi^ is the title of this excellent w;Mrk» of which, besides 
th$ smaU pocket Edition without notes^ fbnr lan^ impressions h»ve been^ 
akeady published in royal 8yo. and royal ]2n|o»: ** The New Testament^ 
H an Imprwed^ Verinotly. upon the Baaie of Archhuhop Netpcome's New 
TranslaHon: mth a Corrected Text, and Not$9 Cntkai and Explanatory^ 
PnkUsked by the Unitarian Sodety for promoting Ckrietian Knowledge and 
the Practice of Virtue, by the distribution of books,** The .fourth is the 
Edidon referred to by thc^ writer of this letter, as containing, among 
nany valuable improvements upon the former Editions, the last revisal 
which, the work has undergone. 
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foHoi/vifig^ list of Disputed Books at. tlie foat af 
their Table of Contents* 

Hebrews* ^ and 3 JohNi 

jAMEd« JUDfi^ 

2 PbTEIU , KSVELATION. 

\ * • ' ' ' 

Myown opinion' as to the genuineness of these 
books "has b6en already stated explicitly and 
without reserve ; (p. 44.) ai;^d I take this oppor- 
tunity of disclaiming .any iDtention to involve the 
iEditdrs of the ^* Improved Version'* in the coiise- 
quences which may result from that statemeut'. 
My sole object has been to esta^blish the validi^ 
of a principle which we acknowledge in coitfmoii, 
and for the* consistent avowal of v^hich we are 
alike exposed "to the. calumnies and misrepre- 
sentations of oUr adversaries.. In the applicaflon 
of that principle the Editors in question haije 
been led to the folio wiiig results, which, I can- 
not help siaying, do great credit to their candour 
and moderation.— They suppose that the epistle 
to the Hebrews ** was written befdre the destruc- 
tion of Jerusalem and the temple, because it 
contains no allusion to those calamitous events ;"* 
but profess, with Origen, to be totially in the 
dark respecting its author. With regard to the 
epistle commonly ascribed to James they remark, 



■«-i. i> «> i j i y i|it.> i.j . „ ,.. , I, 



p, 544. •> 
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his ejccelleut epistle is one 6f those the gef- 
leness of which was disputed in the primitive 
jch. But it is not unworthy of the apostle 
whom it is geaerally astribed."* In allusion 
the genuineness of what is usually styled the 
Dnd episUe of Peter> they quote the decisdons 
Siisebius and Lardner, ai^dadd, **Someliave 
ught the first and third ctiapters genuine, but 
u the difTerence of style ha^e doubted of th6 
ond;^t and, accordingly, print this chapter 
L character different from the rest of the epistle. 
ey appear to^regard the second and ttiird of 
epistles ascribed to John as gienuiDe;;^ atid 
ibute the circumstance of their h&ving been 
puted in and before the time of Eusebios *' to^ 
ir brevity, and to their being addressed to 
ticular persons ;** adding, with Dr. Priestley, 
t '^ both the subjects and the language are so 
ch the same with those of the former epistle, 
t there cannot be a doubt of their having the 
le author.""! The epistle to which the name 



*p. 592. tp. Ml I p. 579. 

h!f9t eovectnrei are, in all projiabOlty, wall ffmndad ; and may, 
ps, be allowed to Iiave lome weight in determining onr opinioa 
sting the d^^ree of credit dae to the other Di^ittid Bo^ oTthe 
But it should be recollected that, however IkvonraUy we may 
clined to think of any writinga in the Received Canon* on tiie 
d of ttttemri o^ circnnxstantial evidence alone, none onght to be 
isi as genuine parts of Scripture, but upon the positive and 
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of Jude is prefixed they seem less inclined to 
retain as a genuine part of Scripture than any 
any book of the New Testament v* but the Apo- 
calypse or book of Revelation they, regard as by 
no means deficient in external evidence, although 
disposed to rest the proof of its divine authonty, 
'* as a book of prophecy, chiefly upon the per- 
ceived accomplishment of the predictions which 
it contains.^t 

So far, then, we have discovered no just cause 
of complaint against the Editors of the M Improved 
Version.^ They have broached no new opinions 
on the subject of the Canon:, they have stood 
forward as the advocates of no peculiar system : 
their references are all clear and satisfactory, and 
their authorities of the most respectable kind: 
their^ conclusions are neither hasty nor unfound- 
ed; and, though they have ventured to egress 
doubts on some particular points, they have not 
removed a single book from the New Testament, 
or stated a single fact which is not confirmed by 



express testimony of approved witnesses. Such I>ooks may Indeed be 
** publicly . read in Christian Assemblies, for the Edification of the 
people/' or quoted in coignnction with other well mUhenHeated Books ; 
but certainly ought not to* " be alleged as affi>rding alone sufficient 
proof of any doctrine.' 



t» 



* p. 583. t p. 587, 
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the most ample and unexceptionable testimony. 
Btit othet objections^ dictated, I fear, in too 
many instances^ by an unchristian spirit of oppo- 
sition rather than a conscientious regard to truth, 
are advanced against the principles adopted by 
the Editors of the " Improved Version" in the 
formation of their Text. A brief examination of 
these objections will form no unsuitable conclu- 
sion to the foregoing remarks ; and nothing will 
then be wanting to fill up the outline of our 
present inquiry. 



Text of the Netv Testament. 

The doctrines of Unitarianism are few and sim- 
pie ; nor, we may be bold to say, are they 
so far deficient in Scriptural authority as to 
require any additional aid from interpolations. 
That " there is o«e God and cm« Mediator 
between God and men, the man Christ Jesus^ 
(I Tim, iK 5.) are plain and obvious declara- 
tiona of the New Testament; and these de- 
elafations, ^s you have already seen^ consti- 
tute the fundamental articles of the Unitarian's 
Creed. From various causes, however, the Com- 
mon Version of the New Testament is clogged 
with many additions, which il is the object of 
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the Uuitarian to remove; and it is in the awftna- 
plishment of this pbject that he iocur^ the cbirrge 
of mntilating and defacing the; Inquired fVordl. of 
Qod. But let us be cautious^ my dear Friend, 
in the use of terms to which we. fiffix no defi- 
nite meaning. What is implied in the phra^ 
Inspired Wm^d of Qpd? — Has that Wordy (free, 
J am prepared to grant, on its first publica- 
tion, from any admixture oi error, though trans- 
mitted to us upon frail and perishable materials, 
and copied in iiinumerable different shapes by 
ignorant and fallible nien,) experienced no change 
in the lapse of nearly two thousand years ? 
Has its integrity, think you, been afTected in no 
degree by the negligence or wilful comip|ioD$ of 
transcribers ? And do we now possess it as pure 
and unadulterated as it ws^s found in the auto- 
graphs of the sacred writers themselves? Jf so, 
the discussion is at an end, and /Unitarians justly 
merit the reproaches which have been heaped 
upon them by their opponents. But before this 
point is conceded it will be necessary to make a 
few observations. 

The New Testament, as you doubtless know, 
i?vas originally written in Greek. This was the 
language generally adopted in the early ages of 
Christianity as the medium of intercourse betweeii 
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different nations ; and was^ therefore, better cal- 
culated tban any other to give an extensive diffii- 
sion to the genuine records of the Christian Faith. 
But when that Faith began to extend itself into 
the nations of the West, Latin Versions were 
multiplied to an almost incredible extent. Augus- 
tine, in his treatise '' de Doctrina Christiana^'' Lib. 
U. Cap. xi. says, " that the number of those who 
had translated the Scriptures from the Hebrew 
into the Greek, might be computed ; but that the 
number of those who had translated the Greek 
into the Latin could not. For immediately upon 
the first introduction of Christianity, if a person 
got posBessioa of a Greek manuscript, and 
thought he had any knowledge -of the two 
languages, he set about translating the Scrip-r 
tures." The multiplicity of versions occasioned 
by tins rage for translating was a source of great 
confusion, and appears to have been one of the 
leading motives with Jerome for undertaking 
his Latin version at the close of the fourth cen- 
tury. This version had many decided enemies 
on its first appearance ; though it soon grew into 
ikvoui*, and, in time, almost superseded the 
original itself, /which might as well have perished, 
amidst other ancient and yaluable records, for 
any real benefit of which it was to the generality 
of Christian professors during the dark ages, 



65 

The first printed Edition of the Greek New 
Testament was prepared for publication by Eras- 
mus at the beginning of the sixteenth century 
from eight manuscripts of comparatively little 
value.* Five editions of this were published in 
the years 1516, 1519, 16^2, 1527 aud 1535. 
In 1517 the Compluteiisian Edition made its 
appearance under the patronage of Cardinal 
Ximenes. Shortly afterwards otlier Editions 
were published by Robert Stephens, Beza and 
the Elzevirs, differing very little from those of 
£rasmus and the Complutensian, or frpm each 
other. The editions of Robert Stephens are five 
in number, of which four were published by him- 
self in the years 1546, 1549, 1550 and 1551; 
and one by his son Henry in 1569. Beza princi- 
pally follows the third edition of Robert Stephens ; 
and his editions, which are also five in number, 
were published in the years 1565, 1576, 1582, 
1589 and^l598. In 1624 the celebrated Edition 
of the Elzevirs appeared. This was likewise 
printed from the third edition of Robert Ste- 
phens ;f and, where it varies from that edition, 
■ "' ■ ■ ■ ■*■■ ■■ g ■- • ' ■ ' ' ' ■ 

* Marshes Mich. Vol. ii. Pt. ii. p. 846. note 28. 

■t In this edition only fiAeen manuscripts were employed. Tliese were 
not collated by Robert Stephens himself, but by his son Henry, '* who 
was at that time too young, too impatient, and too little experienced in 
criticism, for an nndeftaktng of that nature." Marsh's Mich. Vol. ii. 
pi. ii. Ch. viii. Sect. 6. p. SW. 



it generally follows the Edition of Beza. The 
persons who superintended this Edition are alto- 
gether unknown ; and, as they do not appear to 
have made use of any manuscript, their Edition 
is probably nothing more than a compilation 
from the preceding ones: but, being printed| in 
a neat form, and remarkable for its typographi- 
cal accuracy, it was generally adopted as the 
basis of subsequent Editions, and hsts thence 
beeo denominated the Received Text."**" 

Since this period the number of manuscripts 
discovered and collated has surprizingly increas- 
edt so that in the present catalogues many are in« 
eluded of far greater antiquity and value than any 
of those ott which the Received Text is founded. 
From these manuscripts critical Editions of the 
New Testament have been prepared by Mill, 
Kuster, Bengel, Wetstein, Griesbach and others* 

With the Edition of Mill, which was pul> 
lished at Oxford in 1707, commienced a new 
era in the science of Biblical Criticism. He 



* This Edition may be considered as the parent of the Text from which 
•tti anthorized version is made. '* It has acquired/* says Bishop Marsh, 
(Mich. Vol. ii. p. 854. note 46.)*' the title of Editio recepU, and the 
expression textus ab omnibus receptns, of which the editors boast in 
their preface, has been really prophetic. Bot that it deserves not the 
mie of textus perfeotus, is eTident from the Critical Edition of Griesbach. 
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was the first editor of the Greek Testament who 
gave a clear and accurate description of the 
manuscrif^s which he consnited; and, though 
he copied without variation the third edition of 
Stephens, and' did not venture to make the 
slightest change in the Text, his Prolegomena 
and Marginal Notes furnished subsequent editors 
with the means of doing effectually that which 
he m«st necessarily faave left imperfect had he 
made the attempt. Mill is said to have collected 
from manuscripts^ versions and fathers no ies» 
than thirty thousand various readings; and these 
were afterwards greatly increased by Raster, 
who reprinted Mill's Edition at Rotterdam in 
1710, and enriched it with the readings of twelve 
additional manuscripts* 

In 1734 Bengel published, at TuWngen, an Edi- 
tion of the Greek Testament, in which he altered 
the Received Text where he thought it capable 
of improvement, though his deference to public , 
opinion prevented him from inserting in the Text 
any reading which had not already appeared in 
some printed Edition* His list of various read- 
ings, althou^ taken principally from the Edition 
of Mill, w&s considerably enlarged by a collation 
of his own from manuscripts, versions and othef 
authentic sources. 
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But Wetstein s Edition, which was published 
in 2 Vols. Folio, at Amsterdam, in 1751 and 
1752, far surpasses those of his most eminent 
predecessors, and is of the greatest importance 
to every critic of the New Testament; His first 
design was to have adopted the Alexandrine 
Manuscript as the basis of his Edition. He 
then resolved to establish a Text of his own^ 
formed on a comparison of the most ancient and 
valuable manuscripts. But his final determina- 
tion was merely to reprint the Edition of the 
Elzevirs. Wetstein was an Antitrinitarian, and 
Michaelis has, on this account, attempted to fix 
upon him the charge of partiality in judging of 
passages supposed to relate to the Divinity of 
Christ. But Bishop Marsh has, with much can- 
dour and good sense, repelled the ungenerous 
insinuation ; proving that the decisions of Wet- 
stein respecting such passages have been abun- 
dantly confirmed by the researches of later critics. 
The publication of Wetstein s Edition excited a 
general spirit of emulation among the literati of 
Europe; and in the years 1775 and 1777 the 
valuable Edition of Griesbach first made its ap- 
pearance in two Vols. 8vo. In 1786 Professor 
Alter published the Text of the Vienna Manu- 
script in two Vols. 8vo., with various readings 
from other Greek Manuscripts, from the Coptic . 
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and SlaTooian Versioos, and from two Latin 
Versions in the Imperial Library. Between the 
years 1782 and 1788 an Edition of the Greek 
Testament was prepared by IVfatthai, in 12 Vols. 
8yo., with various readings from several Moscow 
manuscript. In 1788 Professor Birch of Copen-^ 
faagen published a splendid Edition of the four 
Gospels in Folio and 4to. This work had the 
King of Denmark for its patron, and no expense 
was spared to procure various readings from the 
most important manuscripts ip France, Spain, 
Germany and Italy. It follows the Text of 
Mill; and is chiefly valuable, for its accurate 
and copious extracts froni the Vatican Manu- 
script. But the second edition of Griesbach, 
published in the years 1796 and 1806, which con- 
tains the various readings of nearly four hundred 
manuscripts, and is enriched by extracts from 
the valuable publications of Alter, Matthai and 
Birch, is inqomparably superior to all preceduig 
Editions. 

The labours of Griesbach have been duly es- 
timated and thankfully acknowledged by the 
liberal of all parties; and his Edition is now 
almost universally received as the standard Text 
of the Christian Scriptures. A vmter in the 
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" Monthly Review"* has briefly summed up his 
merits as a critic in the following paragraph. 
" His profound comparative knowledge of maau- 
scripts and editions, and the singular sagacity 
and impartiality of his verbal criticism, have given 
to his text of the Christian canon an oracular 
value* The orthodox and the heretic bow alike 
to the unprejudiced indifference of his dogma- 
tism; and, where, inspiration appears not to guide 
Griesbach is now allowed to determine/' But- 
ler, a liberal and enlightened Catholic, has spoken 
of his Edition of the New Testament in terms of 
the warmest admiration ; and predirted that *' it 
will become, like Heyne's Virgil, th^ general 
l;>ook of scholars, masters and literati /'f And 
the present Bishop of Peterborough has thus 
briefly and correctly described it in his valuable 
translation of Michaelis.j; " Griesbach has ad- 
mitted critical conjecture in no instance whatever^ 
and where he has expunged, corrected or added, 
the evidence, (which he has accurately produced,) 
is, in point of authority, three and four-fold in 
his favour.'* 

Such, then, i^ the character uhich all parties 
unite to bestow upon this .^unrivalled Edition of 



• Vol. tadU. App. t How BibUcae. Vol. L p. 1«. t Vol, U, Pt. U. 

p. 877. n, 2, 
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the Christian Scriptures; For its appearance 
under the form which it now wears wje are in 
a ^r^at measure indebted to the late Duke of 
Grafton, an avowed . and zealous Unitarian. 
Griesbach makes honourable mention of this cir« 
cumstauce in his Preface;* and Dr: Geddes, in 
an. interesting letter to ii^ictihorn, allubes to it in 
terms of the highest commendation. ** Pynasta, 
Griesbachii patrouus, est Dux de Grafton, vir 
quidem bonirum literarum amantissimus, sed 
fninime locuples. Fuit quondam Regis noslri 
minister primarius ; sed din est, quo curiae vale- 
dixit; et nunc otio cum dignitate, sive rur^sive> 
urbe, fruitur. ^ Is chartam Griesbachio suppedita- 
vit pro certo numero exemplarium N. T. Graeci: 
sed baec exemplaria nou omnia gratis distributa 
sunt. Plura sunt veufiita, mediocri quidem pre* 
tio : sed tamen suitt vendita. Quoad Ueligionem) 
Dux est Socinianus; sen, ut nos loquimur, Uni- 
tarianiis: liberalis lamen, siquis alius ; et, ut verbo 
dicam, vere Christianus/'f It appeals, then, from 
■ ■ ,. ^ ^ ■ 

* N. T. Tom. i, p. ix. 
I 
t " The Nobleman who has patronized Griesbach is the Duke cif 
Grafton; a great friend to sacred literature, but by no means wealthy. 
He was once Prime Minister to our Kin(<, but has long since bade adien 
to the court, and now eujo>a a dtgndicjd retirement, whether in town 
or country. He supplied Griesbach with paper for a certain number 
of copies of his Greek N. T,: the«e copies, however, were not all dh- 
tributed tree of expense. Many of them were sold ; at a low p^cci 
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the above facts, that the purest specimen of the 
Sacred Text which has been published since the 
revival of learning, in the fifteenth century, was 
patronized by a Unitarian ; and to the Unitarians, 
as a body, belongs the exclusive merit of having 
endeavoured to procure and publish a translation 
founded u|)on that Text. 

The late Archbishop Nevrcome, whose ortho- 
doxy was more than questionable on one or two 
particular subjects, ^^ printed what he modestly 
calls * An Attempt toward revising our Knglish 
Translation of the Greek Scriptures,' in which he 
professes generally to follow the text of Grie&- 
bach*" This Translation was adopted by the 
.Editors of the ^* Improved Version" as the basis 
of their own; not, as some have insinuated, 
that the name of this respected prelate might 
operate as a sanction to the work; but on ac- 
count of the ** general accuracy, simplicity and 
fidelity" of the translation, and more particularly 
because the translator ^^ professes to have follow- 
ed the text of Griesbach." As this Text, how- 
ever, is adopted only in part, and the Editors 



indeed ; bnt still they were sold. With regard to religious opinions 
the Duke is a Soemum, or, as we say, a Unitarian: but remarkably 
liberal, and, in one word, a true Christian." See Goode's life pf Geddes^ 
App. p. 544—647. 
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reserved to themselves the privilege of deviating 
from the Archbishop when they saw occasion, 
the two versions often differ materially from each 
other. Nor is there a perfect coincidence be- 
tween the Text of the " Improved Version" and 
that of Griesbach ; for . it is not to be supposed 
that, amidst so many thousand various- readings 
as the Edition of Griesbach exhibits, the selec- 
tion which he bias made should, in every instance, 
meet the approbation of his readers. If we com- 
pare his first and second editions, we shall find 
many instances in which he has improved upon 
himself; and may, therefpre, conclude that many 
iniportant alterations would still have been made, 
had his valuable life been spared, and his la- 
bours undergone another revision. In the few 
deviations which may be traced between the 
I. V. and the second edition of Griesbach, it 
will generally be found that the external evidence 
in favour of different readings is almost equally 
divided, and that the preponderance is determined 
by circumstances almost, too minute for investiga- 
tion. Jt may, perhaps, be adviseable, however, 
to enumerate some of the principal points of dif- 
ference; and, that no room may -be leifl for 
insinuation or conjecture, every passage shall be 
produced to which the most scrupulous person 
could attach the minutest degree of importance. 
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( 1.) Matt, xxiii. 14. 



Omitted by ike Editors of 
the I. V. 



Alas for you ! scribes and 
pliarisees, hypocrites 1 for ye 
devour widows' houses, and 
for a pretence make long 
prayerV ; tncrefore ye shall 
receive tae greater condemna- 
tion. Griesbn 



Griesbach transposes the 13th and 14th verses^ 
on good evidence. The Editors of the I. V. 
on evidence equally strong, reject the I4tfa verse, 
and consider it as an interpolation from Mark 
xii. 40 and Luke xx. 47. Such interpolations 
are not unfrequent in the Gospels, owing to the 
injudicious attempts of transcribers to produce a 
strict and verbal agrf^ement l>etv(reen passages in 
which the same facts are recorded by different 
evangelists. It may here, likewise, be mentioned 
thar ill several maimscripts called .Lectionaria, 
which contain detached parts of the Gospels 
arranged in the form of lessons for the public 
service of the Church, passages are so interwoven 
with each other that it is often difficult to ascer* 
tain to which <iOspel any particular reading 
should be referred. 



( 2. ) John i. 14—18. 



Tkt common order of the 
verses U retained by Gries^ 
back. ' 



TkefoUowlng transposithn 
is adopted by the Editors of 
the L V. 11, 16, 17, 18, 15. 
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k 

The connectioa of this passage seems to " te- 
qiiire that the fifteenth verse should be placed 
between the eighteenth and nineteenth ;'' but, as 
there is no manuscript authority for this transpo- 
sition, it would have been adviseable, perha|)s» 
for the Editors of the I. V. to have retained the 
conunon order. 

( 5. ) John xix. 4, 



Now it was the preparation 
of the passover, and ahout the 
sixth hour, Gr. 



Now it was the preparation- 
day of the passover> and about 
the third hour, /. F. 



'. The reading of the I. V. appears to be the 
preferable one ; and Griesbach, althoug^h h^ has. 
not adopted it into his Text, has prefixed to it 
the mark of high probability. Nothing is more 
frequent in ancient MSS. thjtn mistakes with re- 
gard 'to numbers ; and here, as Newcome, with 
several of the ancient commentators, observes, 
'^the Greek episema^ or mark for sixj and the 
gammay or mark for thret^ might easily be con- 
founded." 

( 4. ) John XX. 8. 

He saw and believed. €rr« I He saw and believed noU 

I. F, 

V 

The word ^^no€ is here inserted by thq Edi- 
tors of the L V. on the sole authority of the 
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Cambridge Manuscript; aiid, to justify this pre- 
ference, we are told in the note that " the fol- 
lowing verse assigns a reason for the unhdief of 
St. John and St. Peter." « For as yet they 
knew" or understood ^^not the scripture, that 
Jesus must rise again from the dead/' But the 
difficulty may be removed, and another tur& 
given to the passage by translating the v^erb in 
the pluperfect tense. *^ For they had not yet 
known" _ or understood " the scripture, &c." 
They had not known it before their visit to the 
sepulchre, but their minds were now more en- 
lightened upon the subject; and, when they saw 
that the body of Jesus had disappeared, they 
were persuaded that he was risen from the dead. 
Opinions, however, are various; and, as no point 
of doctrine is involved in the passage, it is a 
matter of little importance whether we ado^t (he 
reading of the Cambridge Manuscript, or follow 
the Text of Griesbach. 



( ,6. ) Rom. iii. 25. 



Whom God hatb set forth 
as a mercy-seat fArotf^A faith 
in lus blood. Gr. 



Whom God hath set forth 
as a mercy-seat in his own 
blood, (i.. e. in the blood of 
Christ.) /. F, 



The Editors of the I. V. halve here omitted the 
words " through faith" upon what many would 
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tio doubt pronounce slender and inconclusive evi> 
dence ; and perhaps be inclined to dktni^ aa bor^ 
derii^ too much upon the regions of conjecture. 
In this light, indeed) has the omission been con»* 
Bidered by the Reviewer of the L V. in a periodic 
cal work conducted and almo&t exclusively sup- 
ported bj Unitarians.^ But the authorities upoA 
which it depends^ though not num^ous^ are far 
from being destitute of weight or respectabflity ; 
and it is an ackn6wiedged principle in Biblical 
Criticism that the gemiineness of a reading is not 
to be determined by the quantity so much as the 
internal character of the manuscriplB in whkh 
it is found* Panderandi^ nm numersmdi teet^^ 
Griesbacb> presuming upon: the eoitectness of 
ibis prtneiple) of wftiieh he was eeofrinoed froni 
long expeneaee and accurate obsfflrvatKio, l^k 
divided the manuscripts of th«, N.*T. into three 
classes, which he calls the Alexandrine^ the 
Western and the Constantinopolitan or Byzantine 
Recensions.^ The Alexandrine Recension^ he 
tell us, exhibits tlie readings of Clemens Alexan* 
drinus and Origen, and was adopted and dis- 
seminated ' by the Alexandrine and Egyptian 
- — ^^ -1^ — — — ^^ — ^^^__ — . — _^ — . — . . -1 _^ — , — ^ 

* Monthly Repository of Theology and General Utemtimi, Vol. iv« 
p. 158. 

t Nov. Test. Prolcgr. p. liexv— Ixxvifi. Load. Ed. 1B09.— Symbohe Cii- 
ticip. Tom. I. p. CxvU— cxxil. Tom. ii. p. 021—040. 

K 
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Fathers : the readings of the Western Recensidif 
are foimd jmncipiilly m the old Latin Yersiony 
the works of TertuUian^ Cyprian aBd the other 
Latin Fathers who flourished in Africa, It^ly, 
Gaul and other parts of the West: and the 
JByzantme Recension is generally found in the 
writings of those Fathers who lived in Greece, 
Asia-^Minor and the neighbouring proTinces. To 
these Michaeiis adds a fourth, which he calls 
the Edessenfe,* and which comprehends that 
class of Greek manuscripts from which the old 
Syriac Version was made, bat of which there 
are no remaining copies, in the present da:y. 
Now Gfiesbach kiforms us that 1hie Aleicandrine 
MS., whi(^ omits, ther words ^* through MAsT in 
the aboTe passage, affords a pure specimen of 
the Alexandrioe- Recension in the epistles of 
Paul :f and the Text of Gfarysostom^ in whidii 



1: ^ 



♦ Introd. Vtrt. u. Pt, i. Ch. viit Sect. '». p. Htfk 

I • - , ' 

• I - ' 

t The mannscrlpts quoted by Griesbaeb, with the tecepiion of eight 
dtnine, contito only partB of the N. T., and ate d'ivided into the follow- 
uigCla^iMs. (I.) TbelSoipels: (S.)'the£pi^e» of Paul: (».) the Acts 
and Catholic Epistles: and (4.) the Apocalypse. The original caose of 
this division I cdhceite to h«ve be*!^ as follows. Before the inrventioh of 
piinthig the expense of transcription was so gteat that a MS. Copy of the 
whole of the N. T. seldom found a purchaser. Religious houses were 
considered rich in the postession of such a treasure; and It was only an 
ittdHlTidoal here and there whose means enabled him to procure an- entire 
copy of the Sacred Scriptures^ It became necessary, therefore, to dass 
the different books, and publish them separately, for the eoaveaience of 
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we fiud the same omission, is ofiteu cLosely alHed 
to that of the old Syriac Version, . or Edesseiie 
Receasiou;, either, as Griesbach conjectures,'*^ 
from his having consulted .the ifirntii^ < of the 
ancient interpreters, or more probably because 
he was a native of Coele-Syria and Presbyter of 
Antioch-t ^^^» being afterwards dected to pre* 
side over the see of Constantinople, his read-^ 
ings sometimes agree with those of the ancient 
Byzantine Recension.:]: That thp existiis^ MSS. 
of the Syriac Version and the Byzantine Recen- 
sion favour the common reading are £a.cts which 
J i^all not presume to deny : but let it be recol- 
lected that the Syriac Version, however es^cellent 
in itself, cannot be supposed to e^h^t a com* 



those who were unable to pard^ase the whole : a^d heace arose the fore- 
menfioiied division. The MSS.'containinif: these detached portions of 
Scripture pjrobably ezhiliite|d| i^ the first instance, tolerable specimens 
of the Recensions of the country in which they were written; but, when 
two or mpre were united, it frequently happened, from various causes 
which it i» now uniwcessary to specify, that the -same MS.^ partook of 
the readings of different Recensions. Thus, the Alesandrine MS. follows 
the readings of the Byzantine in the Gospels, of the Western ui the Acts 
and Catholic Epistles, and of ike Akxaiidrme m th§ Spittles ^ f*mU. See 
Griesbach's Symb. Crit. Vol. i. p. ix. 

* N. T. Prolog, p. Ixxvi. t Socrmtis Hist Eecles. Lib. vi. Cap. ii. UK 

t *' Since many aHeratbas were miavoidably made, hi the series of 
years that elapsed between the firardi and fifteenth centuries, we m^y 
divide the Bysantine edition into the ancienty and the modem." Mich, 
Xntrod. Vol. U. Chap, viii. Sect. ». p. 177. 
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plete and immaculate specimen of the Bdessene 
Tejd; ; and that the Byzantme Recension was in 
a state of much greater pimty when Chrysostom 
wrote than it was a century or two afterwards, 
and is so far pr^rable to the Text contained in 
the most ancient Greek MSS., none of which can 
boast of a dale prior to the fifth century* After 
all, however, I hare nothing to object to the 
reading of Griesbacfa, except that it has too much 
the appearance, as he himself confesses, of an 
interpolation. ^^ Nulla enkn apparet omissionis 
causa ; addi veto potuit coll. comm. 22. ad de- 
clarandum sensum verbonun* etc/'* To me, 
indeed, it appears immaterial, as far as doctrine 
is concerned, whether we ri^t or retain the 
words *^ through faith." Read them parenth^- 
cally, and not a syllable of the interpretation 
given by the Editors of the I. V. will require 
ama[idment or revision. The passage will then 
stand as follows. ** Whom God bath set fortb 
as a mercy-seat, (through ftith^f) in his blood,'' 



• Symb. Crit tVmi. ft p. 116. 

t Since writing the above I find diat I have been anticipated by Dr, 
Carpenter in piy>peaii« to reiat te wards <' tbifugh fiath,*' pr» ^ by 
meani of fiiitii," parenthetically,--^ What has principally contributed to 
obscure the meaning of this highly4nta|estiiw passage, is, that the.ivvrds, 
h^ means qf/ttUhy have been connected with what foUewi, in kup or, 
his Mm, bloodf -—and, that jutt Ib nqiposad to be placed in epposilion to 
the clause following, the juttjfier^ 6fC. With respect to the foriBp% \ 
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( 6, ) 1 Cor. X. 9, 



Nor let us tempt Christ. 
Or. 



Nor let us try the the Lord. 

L r. 



The word " Lord" is adopted, iu this passage, 
on the authority of the Vatican and Ephrem 
MSS. Griesbach retains ** Christ," the reading 
of the R. T., but not without considerable hesita- 
tion. The weight of evidence certainly appears 
to favour the reading of the I. V. 

( 7. ) 1 Cor. XV. 47. 



The Mcond nuint the Loid 






The eeeond maii frpni hea^ 



from heaven. Gr. ven [heavenly,] /. F. 

The word '^ I^ord"^ it Wftbtiog in the Vatican, 
Ephrem, Clermont and many otiier MSS., as 
well as in some of the most ancient Versions and 
Patbers; and Griesbach prefixes to it the mark 
of probable omission. The word ^* heavenly" is 
found in two MSS. written in uncial letters about 
the niotk or tenth century ; but is, in all probabi^ 
lity, a marginal gloss, explanatory of the words 



have only to remairk, that ^t expression, faxtk m the blood of Christy 
19 «• wUert elie t9 fee Awidr^tlial if it were* u it matt mean, genenUy, 
/mth in the beti^ficial ^ects ^f hU death, it determines notliingf as to the 
precise nature of those effects,— and. tiiat to consider the words, by ntean^ 
^ SvO^ us pttrenibe^cal, is in faiterpwtftClon peeiliarly iuitable to the 
Apostle's positions, and completes the allusion to the real tnercy-seat."--! 
Usitariaiiism the Doctrine of the Gospel, Ch, ix. p. S16. 
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** from heaven." This coiqecture derives support 
from the insertion of the article before the Mrord 
*^ h^stvenly," which is omitted in the correspond-* 
ing part of the preceding clause^ and which 
fenders it necessary to translate the passage 
thns. " The first man is from the earth, earthy ; 
the second man is from heaven, [the heavenly 
one. J' 

The above, I feel no hesitation in saying, are 
all the passages of importance in which the I. V. 
leaves the Text of Griesbach. Only one of these 
passages can be supposed to have any relation 
to doctrine; (Rom. iii. 25.) and even that, as 
we have seen, may be rationally and consistently 
explained upon the Unitarian hypothesis, whether 
we adopt the Text of Griesbach ot follow that of 
the I. V. In any ease, however, let not the ad- 
vocates of the Received Text charge the Editors 
with interpolatii^ and omitting passages to fa- 
vour their, own opinions ; for they are of all per^ 
sons the last from M^hom such a charge can 
consistently proceed. Compare, for instance, 
the Text of Griesbach and that of the Received 
Translation, in the following passages, together 
with the evidence by which each is supported, 
and say whether this assertion is not abundantly 
confirmed by the fact. 
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( 1. ) Acts XX. 28- 



Td feed the Church of the 
Lord which he hftth pmrohtned 
with hitt own Uood. Qt^ 



To feed the Church of God, 
which he hath purdiased with 
his own Uood* B. T. 



( 2. ) Eph. iii. Q. 



The mystery^ which from 
the heginning of the world 
hath heed hidden in God, 
who created all things, Gu 



The mystery, . whrah frotn 
the heginning of the world 
hath l^en lud in 6od» who 
created all things ^ Jczm 
Chriit. B.T. 



( 3. ) 1. Tim, iii. 16. 



tie who was manifested in 
the flesh. Gu 



God was manifest in* the 
flesh. R. T* 



( 4. ) ' 1 John iii. 16. 



Hereby perceire we lore, 
hecanse ha laid doT(ii his life 
for us. Gr, 



Hereby perceive we the 
love of God* because he laid 
down his liie for us. B, 2\ 



( 6. > 1 John T. 7, 8. 



For there are three that 
bear record in heaven* the 
Father, the Word« and the 
Holy Ghost! and these three 



* '^ In some o£ our £ii^Ush Bibles,- the yrordB— of God—wre in Italics, 
to deaote that there is nothing answering to them in the original; in 
othen Ui£y are in Roman type, as if they were a bona*ii<|e translation." 
Aspland's Flea for Unitarian Dissenters. l^mo.'Ed. p. 22. 
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For there are three that I are one.* And there are tbrcd 



War testimony, tlie spirit, and 
the water, and the blood : and 
these three agree in one* Gr. 



that bear witness in earth, the 
spirit, the wat6r^ and the 
biood: and these three agree 
in one* R^ T* 



These, you will acknowledge, aire the passages 
from which Trinitarianism derives its main sup- 
port; and I doubt whether another could be 
found equally favourdbte to that system^ if you 
were to search the New Testament from the first 
chapter of Matthew to the last page of Revela- 
tion. Such, then, is the triumph of fair and 



* In the following^ Note, solQiiined by the Editors of tht I. Y. to tiiis 
]Mmage,the evidence against it is fairly and accurately stated. "1. This 
text concerning^ the heavenly witnesses is not contained in any Greek 
manuscript which was written earlier than the fiitenii century, fi. ISo^ 
in any Latin manuscript earlier than the ninth centusy. S. It is not 
found in any of tiie ancient versions. 4. It In not cited by any of the 
Greek ecclesiastical writers, thoogh to prove the doctrine of the Trinity 
they have cited the words botli before andafter this text 9. It is not 
cited by any of the early Latin iifthers, even when the snlqecti upon 
which they treat would naturally have led them to appeal to it^ authority. 
6. It is first cited by Vif ilius 'fapsensis, n Latin writer of no credit, in 
the latter end of the fifth century, and by him it is suspected to have 
been forged. 7. It lias been omitted as spurious in many editions of 
the New Testament since the JReformation :— in the two first of Erasmus^ 
In those of Aldus, Cottntens, ZwmgUusi and hitely of Griesbach. 8. It 
Ivas omitted by Luther hi his Gerauin version. In the old English Bibles 
of Henry VIII. Edward VI. and Elizabeth, it was printed in small types« 
or inchided in brackets : but between the years lfi6§ and U80 it^e^ta 
be printed as it now stands; by whose authority, it is not known. See 
Travis's Letters to Gibbon, and Porson*s to Travb. Also, Griesbach's 
excellent Dissertation on the Text at the end of kis second iwtame. 
Abp. Newcome oniltfl the text, and the Bishop of Lincoln expresses hit 
conviction that it i$ spurious. Elem. of Theol. vol iL p. 90, note.'' 



Impartial criticism ; but, although Unitarians haye 
abundant cause to rgoice in its effects, they are io6 
conscious'of the little share which they have had in 
producing them, to arrogate any part of the merit 
to themselves. Semler, who first suggested the 
idea of distributing the MSS< of the New Testa* 
ment into Families or Recensions^ was a Trini* 
tariao. Griesbach who pursued tke idea, and 
gave a practical exemplification of its correctness, 
was a Trinitarian. Michaelis, who has adopted 
the same idea in his valuable *^ Introduction to 
the New Testament," was a Trinitarian ; and his 
able ti*anslator, the present Bishop of Peterbo- 
rough, and a strenuous disciple of the Griesbach- 
ian school, is both by education and profession 
a Trinitarian. The majority of learned orthodox 
writers, indeed, have acknowledged the corrupt 
state of the Received Text, and given a verbal 
sanction to the amended Text of Griesbach ; or 
at least to the principles upon which it is found- 
ed* But the time, I apprehend, is far distant 
when these principles^ which are deemed so ad- 
mirable in theory, will be applied, uuderthe sanc- 
tion of episcopal authority, to the* formation of a 
purer Text than the one now in common use. 
'' The Atheniains know what is right ; but the 
Lacedemonians |irarfife it." 



Besides a,e passages already me^itipned. m 
which the Editors of the I. V. leave the Text of 
Qrii^^h^cb* there are a few» and among these the 
preUminary chapters to the Gospels of Matthew 
and Luke, which they have printed in the Italic 
qhar^ct^r, ** to indicate that they ai:e of doubtfhl 
authority.'' The degrees of doubt in these in- 
stances are various, and the ground of it is iiot 
always th^ saiue^ The passages themselves,, 
howey^r, are retained without a single omission 
OJT alt^atiou ; they occupy their usual place in tiie 
^oolcs of which they form a part ; and the sense 
oC the original is always^ faithfully pr^erved in the 
translatiQi). The following are^ I believe, the only 
^x^^mples of this kind which occur. , Mat. i. 
17 — ^ii. 23. liUke i. 5 — iL 5s2. xxii. 43. 44. xxiii. 
43. John V. 4. vii. 53— viii, 1 1, and % Peter ii 

With regard to Mat. i. IT— iL 23. it cannot 
be denied that the external evidence is decidedly 
in favour of its authenticity ; nor do. tiie Editors 
of the I. v.. attempt to deny this- They inform 
their readers, on the contrary^ that it is. " to be 
found in aU the * manuscripts and versioois. w:hich 
are now extort ;'' adding, however, on the com- 
biped testimony of Spiphajiius and Jerome, that 
it was ** wanting in the copies used by the Naza- 
renes and Ebionites, that is, by the ancient 
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Hebrew Christians; for whose instmciipti, pro^ 
bablj^ the Gospel of Matthew was origin&Ily 
written/' Now Bishop M&rsh has attempted to 
proire, and, in mj opinion, has succeeded in 
proTiBg that Matthew, Mark and Luke used 
copies of a common Hebrew document, the ma*^ 
terials of which Matthew who wrote in Hebrew 
retained in the language in which he found them:* 
but he admits that this document did not contain 
what is relsited in Mat. i. ii-.f It apipears pr6ba« 
ble^ therefore, that tiiese chapters were prefixed 
to the Gospel of Matthew not by the Evangelist 
himself, as the annotator of Michaelis supposes, 
but by his translator, or some early scribe. That 
tliey are quoted, indeed, by Origen and Clemens 
Alexandrions, and that they were likewise known 
to Celsus the great enemy of the Christian religion 
in the second century, are clear and undisputed 
facts';:}: nor is it unreasonable to suppose that they 
were reckoned a part of Matthew's Gospel even 
earlier than this. But we know that forgeries of 
yarioiis kinds existed in the very age of the apes* 
tles,|| when they were far less easy of detection 
than tbey would now be on acccmnt of the facility 

* Dissertation on the Origin, &c. of the three first Gospels. Chap. xv. 

t Mich. Introd. Vol. iii. Pt. ii. p. 140. t Griesbachii Symb. Grit. 
Tom. U. p. 941. 

H Jones's New and Fall Method of Settling the Canonical Authority of 
tlie N. T. Vol. i. Pt i. Chap. ii. 
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of multiplyiog copies by the invention of printing. 
We may infer, likewise, that the passage under 
consideration would be pecnliarly acceptable to 
many of the early converts as tending to exalt the 
character of Jesus by taking away the reproach 
of his mean birth and parentage. 

The introductory narrative to the Gospel of 

Luke (i. 5 — n. 52.) is supported, like the preceding, 

by the whole body of inannscripts and versions now 

extant ; but was wanting in the copy of Marcion, 

a Christian writer of uiiimpeached integrity, who 

flourished near the begiuuing of the second cen^ 

tury, and who contended that his was the only 

genuine Gospel of Luke: Tertullian, however, 

whose copy differed from that of Marcioo, and 

wa9 in substance the same with the one which 

now forms a part of the Received Canon, is 

equally positive in denying the genuineness of 

Marcion^s copy, and asserting the purity of his 

own. ** Ego meum dico verum, Marcioii suum. 

JBgo Marcionis adtirmo adulteratum, Mareion 

meum. Quis intei* nos determinabit ?''* Thus 

stood the iquestion when Tertullian wrote (A. D. 

183.); j^nd, notwithstanding the various disciis* 

sions which it has since underjgone, an umpire 



^ Tertttl, adv. Mareion. lib. iv. c. 3. 
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has not yet been found sufficiently teahied and 
catndid to baletnce the argumenta on both sides, 
and pronounce a satisfactory and decisive judg- 
ment upon the subject. Our appeal then must b^ 
made to the narrative itself; and, if style is allow- 
ed to be any criterion in such a case, the differ- 
ence between that of the introductory chapters 
and the body of Luke's Gospel will decidedly 
turn the balance in favour of Marcion. Of this 
I trust you will soon be convinced from the com- 
parison now about to be instituted. 

Nothing was mor^ common in the forgeries 
of the early Christians than to string together a 
number of incidents from genuine Scripture, in 
order to conceal the fraud, or render detection 
more difficult. Accordingly on examining these 
chapters I look in vain for that clear and beauti- 
fiil connection which distinguishes the other parts 
ef the Evangelical records. The narrative is 
almost entirely made up of passages extracted 
frqm the Old Testament; and is eked out far 
beyond the usual limits, with speeches and 
quotations, in which forced histories generally 
abound. The first idea of this extraordinary 
story was suggested, according to the opinion 
of some, by a tradition respecting the birth of 
Pythagoras, recorded in his life by Jamblichus. 
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This writer says, that ** when the mother of 
Pytbagoias wwl with child of him, her husband 
beiof^ ignorant of hw pregnancy, brought her ta 
the oracle at Delphi, and (here the prophetess 
told him the first news of his wife's having con* 
crived, and also that the child she then went 
with» should prove the greatest blesi»ng to man- 
kind ; that her husband thereupon changed her 
name from Parthenis to Pythias, and, when the 
child was born, named him Pytharogas, as being 
foretold by Apollo Pythiud, for so, says he, the 
name signifies ; and^ adds, that th^e can be no 
doubt, but that the soul of that child was one of 
Apaflo s companions in heaven, and came dowa 
by comoadssion from him.''* But whether this 
is ihe true origin of the story respecting the 
Hiiraeulous conception; or whether it was sug- 
g6sted» as is more probable, by the miraculous 
births motioned in the Old. Testament,! is quite 
ittimateriat. When the plan was once conceived^ 
Ihet ^ecution was not difficult. The command 
of Pharaoh to dfown all the male children of 
the Israelites appears to have furnished an out^ 
linefortbe slaughter df theinfents, which the com- 
pila* of the narrative prefixed to Matthew's Gospel 
has filled up with admirable dexterity and skilL 



■to 



» Cvinbedvid's Obsenrer. Vol. i. No. 8. t See Gen. xviL 1&->19. 

zxL 1, 2. Mt> xui« ISauuL 
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i 22. And Pharaoli charg- 
ed all his pei^le^ sayings Every 
son that is horn ye shall cast 
into the Rmr^ and every 
^ughter shall ye s^e s^ve. 



iL 16« Then Herod sent 
forth, and slew all the mal^ 
children that were in Bethle- 
hem, and in all the coasts 
thereof, from two yeacs old 
and under. &e. 



The flight into Egypt, with its accompanying 
circumstances, appears likewise to have beeft 
borrowed from the flight of Moses into the land 
6f Midian. 



Exodus; 

S. 16* Now when Pharaoh 
feeard this thing, he sought to 
slay Moses. "^ But Moses fled 
Irom the face of Pharaoh, and 
dw«lt in the land of Midian. 



Matthew- 






iv. 19.. And tlie Lord said 
unto Moses in Midian, Go, 
return into Egypt: for all the 
men are dead which sought 
thy life* 






13, Herod wiU seek tbe^ 
young child to destroy him. 

14. Then he arose, andtoolt 
the young child and his mo- 
ther by ni^t^ aod departed 
into Egypt 



^. And Moses took his 
-wife, and his sons, and set 
them upon an ass, and he re- 
turned to the land of Egypt*. 



19. Bat when Herod was- 
dead,, hehold an. ai^el of the 
Lord appeared in a dream to* 
Joseph in Egypt, 20. saying*. 
Arise and take the young 
child and his mother, and go 
into the land of Israel: for 
they are dead which soaght< 
the young child^ life. 

21. And he arose, and took 
the young child and his mo- 
ther,, and caine intp the land 
of IsraeL 



Nor is it less evident that many expressions in 
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the narratiTe prefixed to Luke's Gospel are talcefi 
from the account of SamueFs birth, and the cir- 
cumstances attending his early life. The song 
of Mary (Luke i. 46 — 55.) is little else than an 
imitation of that of Hannah ; (i. Sam. ii. 1 — 10.) 
\rhich proves that the compiler of the narrative 
had this portion of Scripture in view virhen he 
virrote. But that this is not the only point of re- 
semblance you will instantly perceive from the 
following comparison. 



1 Samuel. 

i. 24. And vfh^a she had 
weaned him^ she took him up 
with her^ with three buUocks, 
and one ephah of jQoar, and a 
bottle of wine, and brought 
nim unto the house ot Uie 
Lord in Shiloh. 



ill. 19. And Samuel grew, 
and the Lord was with him. 



i. S. And this man went up 
out of his city yearly, to wor- 
ship and to sacrifice unto the 
Lord of hosts in Shilok 

ii. 26. And the child Sam- 
uel grew on, and was in fa- 
rour both with the Lord, and 
also with men. . 



Luke. 

ii. 22. And when the daysf 
of her Durification, according 
to the laws of Moses, werer 
accomplished, they brqug)tt 
him to Jerusalem, to present 
him to the Lord, 24, and to offer, 
a sacrifice according to that 
which is said in the law of the 
Lord, A pair of turtl^-doTes, 
or two young pigeons* 

40, And the child grew, and 
waxed strong in spirit, filled 
with wisdom: and the grace 
of God was upon him. 

41. Now his parents went 
to Jerusalem every year, at 
the feast of the passo^rer. 



52. And Jesus inclreased in 
wisdom and stature, and in 
favour with God and man. 
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Thus, then, the very style of these narratives^ 
independently of "every other consideration, fixes 
upon them at once strong marks of suspicion, 
and renders it highly probable that they were 
originally nnconnected with the genuine Gospels of 
Matthew and Luke. That the phraseology of the 
Evangelists, indeed, contains expressions borrow- 
ed from the Jewish Scriptures, is a position which 
no one will presume to deny ; but that these Evan- 
gelists have, in any instance, followed the writers 
of the Old Testament through long passages, and 
studiously adopted their phrases and idioms in a 
recital of plain facts, is what I am neither autho- 
rized nor inclined to believe concerning them. 
Poverty of style and barrenness of invention have 
been justly ranked among the characteristics of 
fraud and error observable in the spurious writ- 
ings of the first and second centuries ; " since 
with the greatest latitude of fiction, and the most 
flagrant violation of truth, the compilers are per- 
petually borrowing incidents fi'om other sources — 
from the pure stream of sacred truth, as well as 
the polluted current of heathen fiction.*^ But 
in the genuine writings of the New Testament we 
perceive nothing which is calculated to excite 



• Maitby's Uliistrations of the Trutb of tiie Christian Reli^ioD. Chap. 

i. p. 49. 

M 



94 

suspicion or disgust: we disco%'er no traces of 
art : we meet with no laboured attempts to mag- 
nify what is in itself unimportant and frivoloys. 
The narrative is consistent and entire in all its 
parts, and forms a direct contrast to the puny 
and abortive efforts of imposture. 

t 

I proceed, however, to state other objections 
to which these passages are liable, and which 
greatly tend to counterbalance the weight of 
external evidence in their favour. 

» 

(1.) First, then, the date of the enrolment, 
mentioned in Luke ii. 1, 2. is a great historical 
difficulty. " And it came to pass in those days, 
that there went out a decree from Caesar Augus- 
tus, that all the world should be taxed : and thi^ 
taxing was made, when Cyrenius was governor 
of Syria.'* Now the census here spoken of is 
mentioned by none of the contemporary heathen 
historians, a fact which renders the whole story 
highly suspicious. It must have taken place, 
moreover, if it even happened at all, when 
Herod was king of Judea ; and, consequently, 
when the Roman emperor had no power to issue 
such a decree with regard to Judea. But, what 
is of still greater importance to our present argu- 
ment, Cyrenius was not constituted governor of 



Syria till at least ten years after the birth of 
Jesus.* - 

(2.) But, again, we read (Luke iii. 1. comp. 
23.) that Jesus began to be about thirty years of 
age in the fifteenth year of the reign of Tiberius 
Caesar. " He must, therefore," sts the Editors 
of the I. V. observe.f " have been bom fifteen 
years before the death of Augustus, A. U. C. 
752 or 753: but the latest period assigned for 
the death of Herod is the spring of A. U. C, 751, 
and he died, probably, the year before. Herod 
therefore must have been dead upwards of two 
years before Christ was bom.'* 

(3.) Another objection to these passages is that 
they sometimes directly contradict each other. 
Thus, according to the narrative prefixed to 
Matthew's Gospel, Jesus was visited immediately 
after his birth by Magians, who came from some 
distant country Eastivard of Bethlehem, (comp. 
ii. 1 and 12.) and found him with his mother 



* '^Certum est, Cyrenium turn, qanm Christns mitceretur, Dondum 
fiivsse praesidem Syriae. FunctuB est hoc miinere turn temporis Sentius 
Saturnintts : Saturnino autem QiiiiiGtUias Varus successit, et fauic deuique 
Sulpit. Qairinas." Ernest! Inst. Interp. N. T, Aounoo. Pais i« Sect, ii, 
Ctfp, vi. § 3. . 

t Note to Luke i. 4. » 
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in a house at that place (vs. H.) : but, according 
to the account given us in the second chapter of 
Luke, these Magians from the East were shep^ 
herds who kept watch over their flocks in the 
immediate neighbourhood of Bethlehem (Luke 
ii. 8.); and who found Jesus in a stall or manger^ 
^9«T»>i*^ in which he had been laid by his 
mother, (vs. 16.) because they had been unable 
to procure lodgings, at the inn. (vs. 7.) — We are 
further told (Luke ii. 22.) that, when the days of 
Mary's purification were accomplished,! the pa- 
rents of Jesus " brought him to Jerusalem, to 
present him to the Lord;" and (vs. 39.) that 
•* when they had performed all things according 
to the law of the Lord, they returned into Galilee, 
to their owji city Nazareth '' But we read, on 
the other hand, (Mat. ii. 13.) that, after the de« 
parture of the wise men from Bethlehem, '' Joseph 



* Thii ^«rM is mentioned in the 12th verse without any particular 
emphans, and there it wants the article. ^ Ye bhall find a bube wrapped 
in swaddling clothes, lying in a manger,** But the article of reference 
IS prefixed both to ffpt^os and (parvii in the 16th verse. '' They 
came with haste, and fottod Mary and Joseph; and the babe^ lying in 
the manget** They delayed not lo make the necessary inquiries, and 
found the mother and her infant still destitute of comfortaUe accommo- 
dation : not '' in a house," as the account prefixed to Matthew's Gospel 
affirms, bat in the identical *' stall" or ^ manger," which tiiey had 
occupied from the beginning. 

t Thiity^three days after Hie birtb. See Lev. xis. 4* 
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•was warned of God in a dream to flee into Egypt ;" 
(v«. 14.) that he actually withdrew thither with 
his family for the purpose of escaping the effects 
of Herod's decree; and that it was not till his 
return from Kgypt (vs. 23.) that " he came and 
dwelt in the city called Nazareth." Now, on 
comparing these two accounts, it is natural to 
inquire how and when this pretended flight into 
Egypt took place. It could not have been from 
Nazareth, if the latter account be true ; nor could 
it have been from Bethlehem, if any degree of 
credit be due to the former; because every mo- 
ment which elapsed between the birth of Jesus 
and his being conveyed to Nazareth by his pa- 
rents, is there accurately accounted for. If, 
therefore, it took place at all, it must have re- 
sembled the miraculous flight of Pythagoras, 
who is said, by Porphyry and Jamblichus, to 
have been, on one and the same day, at Metapon- 
turn in Italy, and Taurominium in Sicily.* 

(4.) But, lastly, these passages are not only 
at variance with historical truth, and inconsistent 
i with each other : they are likewise opposed to 
various expressions and statements which we' 
find in the true Gospel narratives. 



* Se« Bentley^s Dissertation upon the Epistles of Phalaris. p. 180. \ 

1 
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It must be obvious to every attentive reader of 
the New Testament that, with exception only to 
these passages, Nazareth vvras uniformly consider- 
ed as the birth place of Jesus. See Mat. xxi. 11. 
Luke iv. 34. xviii. 37. xxiv. 19. and various 
other places in the Gospels of Mark and John, 
as well as the Acts of the Apostles, in which he 
is styled Jesus of Nazareth; doubtless to intimate 
that he was born there. Thus, for instance, when 
we. say Saul of Tarsus^ we use an epithet descrip- 
tive of that particular individual whose name was 
Saul, and who was born at Tarsus in Cilicia; and, 
when we say William of Wickham, we allude to 
a certain distinguished person of the name of 
William, who was born at Wickham in Hamp- 
shire. But what says the writer of the narrative 
prefixed to Matthew's Gospel? He " came and 
dwelt in a city called Nazareth ; that it might be 
fulfilled which was spoken by the prophets, ' He 
shall be called a Nazarene.'" Mat. ii. 23. — By 
what prophets was it ever said that he should be 
so called ? By the Jewish prophets ? Certainly 
not ; for there is ho such passage to be found in 
any of their writings: arid, if the Jewish prophets 
are not meant, I am totally at a loss to conjecture 
whom this unknown and mysterious writer in- 
tended to describe by this appellation. The 
truth, my dear Friend, appears to be this. Beth- 
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lehem was fixed upon as the birth-place of Jesuit, 
to obviate the difficulty which was felt by those 
who expected that the Messiah should be born 
there; and, when that object was successfully 
accomplished, it Was only to convey Jesus to 
Nazareth and assign something like a reason for 
his being called Jesus of Nazareth in preference 
to Jesus of JBeihleheniy and the deception, it was 
then thought, would be complete. But it is clear 
enough that we should never have heard of 
Bethlehem in this connection, had it not been 
for the existence of a prophecy in the Jewish 
Scriptures, from which it was erroneously inferred 
that this was to be the native place of the Mes- 
siah. Of this prophecy the Magians sippear not 
to have been informed* (Mat. ii. 1, 2.) ; nor could 
Herod satisfy their inquiries as to the place of 
the Expected Messiah's birth, till he had called 
together a council of the chief priests and scribes, 
who pointed out to him the above-mentioned 
prophecy. The anxiety to give this prophecy a 
literal fulfilment, as I have already observed, 
was evidently the* reason why the compiler of 
this narrative placed the seat of our Lord^s na- 
tivity in Bethlehem ; and if any of the Jews of 



* The same Mag^ians under the dUguise of flbephenU wanted no such 
information. See Luke ii. 11, 16. This should ha?e been intimated 
under the hist head, but it accidentally escaped the writer's notice. 
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that period had been asked the question ^hich 
.Herod proposed to the chief priests and scribes, 
they would doubtless have given a similar reply. 
Thus, on a certain occasion we are told that 
" many of the people, when they heard his say- 
ings, exclaimed, * Of a truth, this is the Prophet.^ 
Others said, * This is the Christ' But some 
said, * Shall Christ come out of Galilee?^ Hath 
not the Scripture said, that Christ comet h of the 
seed of David, and out of the totvn of Bethleheniy'f 
where. David was?' So there was a division 
among the people because of him.*^ John vii. 
40 — 43. — ^The truth is that these infatuated men 
did not understand their own Scriptures. Wc? 
read in the Old Testament, (Dent, xviii. 15.) 
" The Lord thy God will will raise up unto thee 
a prophet from the midst of thee, of thy .brethren, 
like unto me ; unto him shall ye hearken, &c. :^ 
and hence the Jews in after times concluded that 
some particular personage was alluded to in 
this, promise, whom they called, by way of emi-» 
nence, the Prophet. But that the passage re- 
quires a very different interpretation is abundantly 
evident from the context, (9 — 14. 18 — 22.) where 

* Nazareth was a city of GsflUee, alwut 60 miles North of Jerutalem. 

i 
, -t BethlehQin was ^ town of JadaBa, about 6 miles Soath-West of 

Jerusalem* 
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the tm^aelites are strictly prohibited from haying 
recourse to false prophets, and enjoined to att^d 
to the words of that prophet only whose credent 
tials are well attested. A moment's considera- 
tion, my dear Friend, will convince you that no 
particular individual is glanced at in this passage, 
but that allusion is made to the long and un- 
broken i^uccession of true prophete with which 
the Jewish nation was honoured from Moses 
downward to Malachi. It was by a similar mis- 

m 

take that the Jews were led to infer that their 
Messiah was to be born in Bethlehem. " Hath 
not the Scripture said, that Christ cometh of the 
seed of David, and out of the town of Bethlehem, 
where David was ?" John vii. 42^.= — It is true 
the Scripture had said, '' But thou, Bethlehem 
Ephratah, though thou be little among the thoit- 
sands of Judah, yet out of thee shall He come 
forth unto me that is to be the ruler of IsraeL- 
Micah. v. 2. — ^This passage, which occurs in the 
midst of a prophecy relating to the Babylonish- 
Captivity, Grotius applies to Zerubbabel, who 
was a Bethiehemite by descent ; but it is sup-^ 
posed by the author of the narrative prefixed io 
Matthew's Gospel to have been written withf 
reference to the Messiah. Now allowing this 
assumption to be a correct one, though the point 
is at best somewhat dubious, the prophecy would 

N 
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have received its accomplisbnieDt wherever Christ 
)iad been bom, provided be was bom of Uie seed 
of David ; for Bethlehem would still, in one 
sense, bave bad^ the honour of his birth. Lan- 
guage is often applied remojtely to the posterity, 
whioh if strictly interpreted, ought to be confined 
to the injdividy al from whom that posterity sprang ; 
aud to say that Jesus came forth ttom Bethldhem, 
because it was the l>irtM»» of his aacestor 
I),«d, .ppe«« .0 me, I corfess, no peter 
violation of the rules of language, than to call 
him. the sauj when he was in fact only a very 
remote descMdant, of David . 

..;But the authors of these narratives, not con- 
t^t with fixing upon Bethlehem as the native 
town, of Jesus„ have thought |M'oper likewise to 
^i^^ regardless^ of the* most express assertions 
to the contrary,, that he was bom out of the usual 
course /of nature; or, iji other words, that he 
fa^d ,no human father, and that his descent 
from David was a mere fiction. Now the gene^ 
alogy prefixed to Matthew's Gospel is entitled 
(l^< ).) ** The Book of the generation of Jesus 
Qbrist, the son tof David, the son of Abraham ;'* 
stnd its professed object is to trace down the line 
of .auQ^trj fi^'pm Abraham, through David and 
Joseph, to Jesus who was called the Christ. In 
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Uke maiuiery tlie pedigree given by I:iuke, though 
diffsring widely fram^ that of Maltbewr^pp^c^i^s 
to ha^ve b^a written with precisely t\m 9ft<ne 
object, and professes to trace tbeorigim of Jwibai, 
through Joseph, David and Abraham, in a direct 
line to Adam the original father of us all. : Some, 
I am aware, have inferred from the words *^b6^ 
ing (as was supposed, or w< waa allowed by 
law,) the son of Joseph," (Lidc^ iii. 23.) ^t 
doubts existed in the mind^ of the Evangelist 
whether he was in reality such. But it uppefim 
to me imposi^ble that any prudent »ad »^sjM» 
writer should have been at the trouble of com-* 
piling a genealogy like this, if he had thought 
that J^sus was only the ado}^d son of Joseph ; 
for in this case it would have bean just r as 
much to the purpose, if wo had bci^n fiirairiied 
with the genealogy of Zacbarias or Simeon,: as 
with that of Joseph. Besides, if we have re- 
course to the language of the Apostles Bnd 
others, as recorded in the genuine writings of 
Scrijd^ure, we shall find passages in whieh Jesus 
is said to be literally and emphatically the 
son of Joseph^ and the descendant of David. 
What^ for instance, w:as the language of the mha- 
bitants of Nazareth, and those wlio attended 
upon the ministry of Jesus at Capernaum P^ ^' Is 
not this tie saii of tie catpmter?'' Mat. xiii. 55. 



104 

(See ilso Liike iv. 28.) " Is not this Je^us the 
iM of Josephj Whose father ati<i ihother ire Jorow ?" 
John Ti. 43.~What said Natbanad to Philip 
when he iiWitied him to a personal interview with 
Jesus ? *^ We have foutid him of whom Moses 
in the law, aiid the prophets did write, Jem^ of 
N^iarelhj the son of Joseph.^' John i. 45; — ^What 
ssSd tlire aposlle Paul m the synagogue at An- 
tioch, in allusion to the patriarch David? " Of 
this mans seed hath Cod; according to his pro- 
mtse; raised ufato Israel a Savwut, Jesus." Acts 
xiii. £3v— Atid finally, what said Peter at J^tisa- 
lem, <m the memorable day of Pentecost, in the 
preMncc of an assembled multitude consisting of 
J^ws and devout men out of ^very nation' under 
heaven r ^** Men and bretibren, let me freely speak 
unto you of the patriarch Oavid, that he is both 
dead and buried, smd his sepulchre is with us 
^nto thiis day: therefore, being a prophet, and 
knowing that G^dhad swopn with an ^oath to Aim, 
that of the fruit of his hinsy aecot^ing to the 
fleshy he would raise i^ Christ, to sit upon his 
throne: be, seeing this be6^e, spoke of the re- 
surrection 6f Christ." Acts ii. 29 — ^31. On re- 
viewing these passages, my dear Friend^ twp 
things are eviden); : first, that Jesus was regarded 
by his countrymen as (he legitimate descendant 
of Joseph : and, secondly^ that the apostles Peter 
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and Paul consiikped him, in the obvums iad 
l^ral sense of the phras^, a d^endant of Vu- 
▼id. With suoh testimony before us, then (what* 
«ver pmpodsessiobis we itiay be tlisposed to en- 
iertain respetrting the ddctrine of the Miraculous 
Conception;) we are bouttdJby every principle of 
reason and common sense to reject the .narra- 
tives in which' it is taught, as- exhdbiiing decisive 
marks of imp(^ture> and abounding in the moet 
palpable violations of truth and consistency. Not, 
indeed, that there is in the mere matter of fact 
that Jesus was miraculously conceived any thing 
really koi^ile to the principles of Unitariankm. 
It is only on grounds such as those already stated 
that the Editors of the I. Y have beetai led to 
suspect the genuineness of the passages from 
which this doctrine is derived^ or that I have 
been induced to undertake their defence. The 
miraculous birth of Isaac, while it served to 
establish the truth of the divine promises/ (Heb. 
xi. 1 1 .) did not confer upoA that emin^at individ- 
ual any superiority of nature^ or exalt him in the 
islightest degree above his fellows. Nor would 
the miraculous conception of Jesus, accompanied, 
as it -might have been, by the strongest internal 
marks of truth, and recorded by the.pen of inspira- 
tion itself, have had even the remotest bearing 
upon the controversy respecting his divine nature 
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The next passage which deqiands our consider*' 
atioD is Luke xxii,. 43, 44. ** And there aj^jfear- 
ed to him an angel from heaven^ strengthening 
him. And^ being in on agon^, he pruned more 
earnestly: and his sweat was as it were great 
drops of blood falling dmon to the ground^ This 
passage, like those to which our attetition was 
last directed, contains no sentiment or ejspression 
at variance with the principles of Unitarianism, 
It appears rather to favour the idea that Jesus 
was, in the strictest sense,- a human being ; and 
presents him to our view under a character totally 
inconsistent with the attributes and perfections 
of Godhead. Dr. Priestley says, ^' it is a proof 
both of th^ most exquisite sensibility of his mind, 
and of his entire resignation to the will of God :''* 
and Dr. Carpenter, in summing up the evidence 
of Luke concerning the nature of our Saviour, 
enua^oerates the circumstance recorded in thispa&* 
sage among the ^' fac^s of high interest respect? 
ing his character and humanitj/r'\ ft seems im- 
probable, therefore, that my motive but a dis- 
interested love of truth should have prevailed 
with the editors of the L V. to consider it as a 
passage of doubtful authority. Accordingly, we 



I* I »*i 



• Note» on the Bible. VoL^ iii. p. 484. 
lUniftMiMdimtfM Doctrine of tbeOodpoL Ft i. Cb. iL p. ML 
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are informed in a note subjoined at the bottom of 
tbe page, that. '> these Tennes are wanting: in the 
Vatican, the Alexandrian, and other manuscripts, 
andr are marked as doubtful in some in which 
they are inserted^ This statement, however, 
murt be .ecsived ,ritk «.me qoalMcatio.. The 
Vatican and Alexandrine manuscripts agree, it 
is itnie, in omitting the passage ; . but this agree* 
ment^ under the peculiar circumstances in which 
it occurs, is very lightly estimated by the author 
of a critical description of the Vatican manuscript, 
inserted in a German periodical publication,* and 
meutioned in terms of the highest praise by the 
translator of Michaelis.t " With the Codex A. 
(Alexandrinugi) the Vatican manuscript seldom 
screes, and in characteristic readings hardly in 
any instance, if we except the omission of Luke 
xxii. 43, 44. where the Vatican deviates from its 
usual track, and forms an unnatural coalition 
with the Alexandrine manuscript ; but this very 
circumstance weakens the authority, to which it 
would be otherwise entitled in regard to this pas*^ 
sage." — Of the ** other manuscripts'' in which it 
is said to be wanting, only three are enumerat- 
ed by Griesbach, (13, 69 and 124.) in two Of 
,.■■.■■■■ •_ ■ ■ I 1 11 ■ .. fa ll. .11 ^ " I ^ 

* AU^emeine literatar-Zeitni^ for 17Q9, Vol i. p. 2Sr. 

tValii. Ptu.p. 819. 
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which (69 and 124) it is inserted niter Afat^ 
xxvi. 39.--^AlI the KVangelifttdria adopt a similar 
airangement of this passage, omitting it in the 
lesson contained between Luke xxii. 36. and 
xxiii. 1m but inserting it in the corresponding 
lesson of Matthew's Gospel, (xxvi. 2 — ^xxvii. 2.) 
In justice, however, to the other side of the ques- 
tion, it should be observed, that these verserdid 
not exist in certain Latin and Greek manuscripts 
alluded to by Epiphanius, Hilary and Jerome^ 
that they are marked as doubtful in several of 
the manuscripts in which they are contained ; and 
that they are not found in the codex brixiensis, 
one of the most famous manuscripts of the old 
Latin Version, 

The fourth passage which the Editors of the 
I. V. have printed in the Italic character is Luke 
xxiii. 43. " Afhd Jesus said to hiniy * Verily I 
say unto^ theey To-day thou ' shall he with me in 
paradise' "* Of the ground of suspicion with re- 
gard to the above piassage we, are informed in a 
note, which I shall here take thfe liberty of tran- 
scribing. " This verse was wanting in the copies 
of Marcion and other reputed heretics; and in 
some of the older copies in the time of Origen : 
nor is it cited either by Justin^ Irenseus or Ter- 
tullian; though the two fofmer have quoted 
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ftlmost every text in Luke which relates to the 
crucifixion; and Tertullian wrote concerning the 
intermediate state." The evidence against the 
genuineness of this passage is here stated in a 
concise but enophatical manner. Epipbanius in- 
forms us that it was wanting in the copies of 
Marcion ; Chrysostom that it was not found in 
those of the Manicheans ; and Origen that many 
in his lime suspected it to be an interpolation. 
It seems improbable, moreover, that Justin and 
Irenaeus/ if they had regarded it as a part of 
Lukes Gospel, should have altogether overlook^ 
ed it amidst the profusion of quotations which 
they have made from the writings of this Evan*- 
gelist. Nor is it possible that Tertullian, if it 
existed in his copies, should have abstained from 
all mention .of it, unless we suppose that the com- 
mon interpretation was unknown to him. Some 
have thought, as you are probably aware, that 
this day refers to the time when the promise 
tvM mcuicy and not to the promise itself; as if 
Jesus had said, " At this very time, notwith- 
standing my present circumstances of disgrace 
and humiliation, yet even noto I promise, that in 
due time thou shalt be with me in paradise f ' and 
Griesbach notices this construction as plausible 
and worthy of attention. Others, again, have 
argued that this day^ in Scriptural language, 

o 
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often, denotes tke certainty qf an events without 
reference to the particular time in which it occurs. 
Compare, for instance, Pent. ix. 1 . with Joshua 
i. 1, 2, 10, 11; iii. 1—5. and see Psalm ii. 7. 
and Acts xiii. 33* Now if Tertullian adopted 
either of these interpretations, it would not ne- 
cessarily come within the plan of his treatise to 
quote this text: but, otherwise, his not having 
quoted it greatly increases the probability that it 
was absent from his copies. It appears, then, 
that the £ditors of the I. V. were not altogether 
unwarranted in marking it as a passage of doubt* 
ful authority ; although it will perhaps admit of 
a. question whether the evidence is sufficient to 
justify the use of the Italic character. 

The fifth passage which the Editors have 
marked as su^icious, by printing it in the above 
character, is John t. 4. tc^ether vntb the last 
clause of the preceding verse.* It relates to the 
moving of the water in the pool of Bethesda by 
an angel ; and the evidence against it is so strong 
that Griesbach has prefixed to it his mark of 
probable omission. It is likewise regarded as 



* ^' LMUcrngfcif the moving of the water. Far at a certain season an angel 
fUent ioum into the poot^. and troubled the tpoterz whosoever therefore went in 
firsty after the troubling qf the water, was made weU^ whatever disease he 
had:' .- 
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spurious by Semler, Michaelis add Marsfa ; and, 
as the observations of the last of these writers 
respecting it afford some insight into the usual pro- 
gress by which false readings become established 
as genuine parts of the books of Scripture, it may 
not be amiss to transcribe them in this place, 
*^ The Codex Ephrem has many marginai.notes 
writtai in imcial letters4 This proves what has 
been sometimes doubted, that mai^nal notes 
were made in the most ancient manuscripts, and 
that this practice prevailed in the early ages of 
Christianity* It is likewise remarkable that in 
this manuscript the disputed, or rather spurious 
verse John v. 4« is written not in the text, but as 
a marginal scholion. Now as this verse is totally 
omitted in the Codex Bezee, (or Cambridge Manu- 
script,) and the Codex Vaticanus, whi^ are the 
two most ancient MSS. now extant ; is likewise 
omitted in the text of the Codex £phrem, (which 
is somewhat inferior in age to the Codex Bezse,) 
but written in the margin as a scholion ; is written 
in more modem manuscripts in the text itself, 
but marked with an asterisk, or an obelus, as 
suspicious ; and in manuscripts still more modern 
is written without any mark ; we see the various 
gradations by which it has acquired its place in 
pur present text, and have proof positive that the 
^erse was originally nothing more thau a marginal 
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ecbolion, and of course spurious/'*' These re- 
marks carry with them the clearness and evidence 
of demonstration ; and would hare gone far to 
have justified the total omission of the passage, 
had the Editors of the I. V. felt disposed to re^ 
ject it aii spurious. But they have communicated 
theic suspicions in a manner, perhaps^ suffioieatly 
expressive, by printing it in a character different 
from the rest of the Text ; and, if we quarrel with 
them, it must not be for having adopted this 
method of signifying their, doubts, but for having 
neglected to mark the various shades of -distinc* 
tion in passages which are more or less doubtful. 
This defect, however, may be remedied in sub- 
sequent editions, by employing symbols express 
sive of the different degrees of probability to 
mark their, approval or disapproval of particiis 
1%T passages, 

We come now to the story of the Woman 
taken in Adultery, John vii. 53 — viii. 11., an-r 
other of those passages which the Editors of the 
I. V. have printed in the Italic charac^r. ' The 
manuscript authority for and against the paragraph 
containing this story is almost equally divided ; 
but the combined evidence of Manuscripts, Ver? 



• Mich. Introd. Vol, u. Part ii. p. T32. 



113 , 

srions and Fathers certainly appears to a^thotize 
its rejection. Hence, though it is not omitted 
by the Editors of the I- V., it is printed in a 
character which demotes that it is of doubtful 
authority ; and " though not removed out of the 
Text by Griesbach, it is marked by him as very 
probably spurious." It is found in the Cam- 
bridge^ Harleian and four other Uncial MSS ; 
but is omitted, on the other hand, in the Alexan^ 
drine, the Vatican^ the Ephram and two others. 
It is likewise found in many small letter MSS , 
and omitted in many ; though several in which it 
is inserted contain only from vs. 3 to 11. In 
upwards of thirty MSS. it is marked with an 
arterisk or obelus. In thrjee it is appended to 
liuke xxi. In one it is placed after John vii. 
36.1 and in another bet^veen viii. 12 aiul 13. 
The author of the Synopsis ScripturuB Sacra menr 
tions it as doubtful, and places it after John viii. 
20. In the Vatican MS. of the Persian it forms 
a part of John x. ;. and in seven or eight Greek 
MSS. it is placed at the end of John's €rospeL 
It would therefore seem probable, from the 
variety ofxforms and positions in which it occurs, 
that it has been gradually introduced into the 
Text of the N. T. ; but when and by whom we 
have no possible means of ascertaining. The 
guthor, ho>j^ever, of an elaborate treatise entitled 
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** An Inquiry into the Integrity of the Greek 
Vulgate, &c/' thinks otherwise ; and has inaiau^ 
ated that this pafilsage was cancelled by Easebius 
in an Edition of the Greek Scriptures pub- 
lished by him under the sanction of Constant 
tine the Greats But it does not appear from the 
Emperor s letter of instruction upon this occasion^ 
that Eusebius was invested with power to remove 
a single syllable from the Edition then in common 
use. Nor can I find that such a power is hinted 
at by any writer, either ancient or modem, except 
Mr. Nolan, the author of the aforesaid " Inquiry.'' 
The words of Constantino are these. ^^ It seemeth 
good unto us to submit to your consideration^ 
that you would order to be written, on parch* 
ment prepared for the purpose, by able scribei^ 
and accurately skilled in their art^ fifty codices^ 
both legible and portable, so as to be useful; 
namely, of the Sacred Scripltires, whereof chiefly 
yOQ know the preparation and use to be necessary 
to the doctrine of the church :" or,- ** the prepara* 
tion and use of which you know to be particularly 
necessary for the instruction of the church."* 
Now, you will {^ease to observe that " the Sa* 
ered Scriptures,'' of which copies were to be pre- 
pared by order of Eusebius^ are mentioned withr 

* £aseb» Yit. Const. Lib. iv. Cap. xxxyu 
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e»f exception or reserve in the above passage; 
and that he is invested with no *^ discretionary 
power/' as the author of the " Inquiry" insinu- 
ates,* ** of selecting chiefly those sacred scriptures 
vrhich he knew to be useful and necessary to the 
doctrine of the church." The truth is that Euse* 
bius had no further concern with these copies 
than the mere ordering of them ; for it is added 
that ^vJetters were also dispatched to the Re* 
ceiver-General of the Province, commanding him 
to provide all things necessary for the preparation 
of the said copies;' and stating that it was the 
part of Euseb^us only to see ^' that the will of the 
Emperor was speedily executed." How then can 
Mr. Nolan, venture to assert in such unequivocal 
termsf that this passage ^ was withdrawn by 
Eusebius in conformity to the powers with which 
he was vested by Constantine ?" Is it possible 
that sudi an open violation of the Sacred Text 
could have remained undiscovered, or that the 
author of it could have escaped with impunity ? 
Why did not the Trinitarian party expose such 
daring and unwarrantable conduct? Why did 
not the whole Christian world Hnite in branding 
it with the language of reprobation and abhor- 
rence? The answer to these questions is obvious. 
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No one ever thought of laying such a charge to 
the account of this eminent Father^ till Mrs 
Nolan dragged it from the concealment in which 
it had peaceably slumbered nearly fifteen hun- 
dred years. To him belongs the sole merit of 
this important discovery ; and pray let him enjoy 
the full advantages of it.^ — But, as I have had 
occasion to advert to this gentleman's book» I 
may perhaps be excused if I pursue the ^subject 
a little further than was originally intended. 

A trembling anxiety for the fate of orthodoxy- 
has, I fear, been either the avowed or concealed 
motive of, all w^ho have attacked Griesbach's 
Critical reputation. Mortified to think that this 
eminent critic has put so powerful a weapon 
into the hands of his adversanes, yet compelled 
to pay an involuntary homage to his profound 
skill and rigid impartiality, the friends of Trinita^ 
lianism have laboured to detect some fallacy in 
his system^ and exerted their utmost efibrts te 
invalidate the force of his conclusions. Among 
these friends Mr. Nolan holds a conspicuous 
rank;, and, to the diligence and zeal manifested 
by him in defence of the cause which he ha« 
espoused, every person interested in the progress 
of Scriptural knowledge would doubtless have 
borne his cheerful and willing testimony, had Iris 
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labours and inqiuries been directed to some better 
purpose. As it is, the event only serves to shew 
how little truth can be a gainer from the most 
laborious application and the greatest critical 
ingenuity^ where the mind is previously influenced 
by an undue attachment to system^ It was not, 
as appears from his own confession, because this 
writer sought truth for its own sake, that he be- 
came the impugner of Griesbach's system; but 
because the corrections of that eminent and la- 
borious Editor had extended to proscribing three 
important texts,* (Acts xx. 28. 1 Tim* iii. 16. 
1 John V. 7.) in the fate of which some of the 
leading doctrines of The United Church be- 
came necessarily implicated. Hinc ilhe lachrynue.' 
Here lay the grievance ; and hence we may trace 
the origin of that long and complicated train of 
sophisms and misrepresentations, which it has 
cost his readers so many tedious hours to unravel. 



\ 



The system of Mr. Nolan pretty much resem- 
bles in its outward structure that of Griesbach ; 
although they possess scarcely any other feature 
in common. The Byzantine, Western, and Alex- 
andrine Recensions of the one, correspond in some 
measure with the Byzantine, Egyptian and Pales« 
line of the other. The first of these, according 

' ' H i'" ' ^ ' ' ■ I II ■■ II . I ■ ■ I. ..I I I.. I ■ y i ,. 1,1 , , I. .. I I II. . w 

• Inquiry &c. p. G. 
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to Mr. N.> was revised by Lucianus; and is found 
iu the Harleian (H.) and Moscow (Mt, V.) manu- 
scripts, and the codex brixiensis, or Bresciaii 
manuscript of the old Italic. The second, or 
Egyptian, was revised by Hesychins, and im- 
ported by Eusebius of Verceli into the West,* 
It is found in the .Cambridge manuscript, (D.) 
and the codex vercellensis, or Verceli manuscript 
of the old Italic. The third, or Palestine Recen- 
sion, vfdi^ revised by Etisebms of Ctesarea, and re- 
published by Euthalius at Alexandria. It is. 
found in the Vatican manuscript, (B.) the Latin 
Vulgate, and the writings of Eusebius and Jerome. 
Now, it is not a little extraordinary that the story 
of the Woman taken in Adultery is wanting in 
the Brescian and Verceli MSS. of the old Italic, 
which are the most ancient authorities alleged in 
favour of the Byzantine and Egyptian Recensions* 
It is likewise highly unfavourable to the position 
of Mr. N., that the evidence of these manuscript^ 
is corroborated by that of Tertullian and Cyprian,, 
the most eminent and valuable among the Latin 
Fathers; who, though their quotations do not 
uniformly agree with the old Italic Version^ are 
nevertheless entitled to our particular regard on 



* The version of Eiisebius appears to have bueen made hefore \xi% exile 
into the Thebais, so that he could not Iiave bvoug^ht it back with him 
thence into the West. 
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the ground of (heir high antiquity. The former 
of these wrote a book ** De virginibus ^telandis ;" 
and the latter another *VD« hahitu virgirmmi^ 
but in neither of these treatises do we find the 
most distant allusion to the story of tlie Adul- 
teress. Cyprian, indeed, had a fair opportunity 
of quoting from it in the second section of his 
treatise, and would have found it much better 
ada{^d to his purpose than the citation which 
he has there made ; yet no traces appear of his 
acquaintance with it. " Those words of our 
blessed Lord to the impotent man in the Gospel," 
says he, " plainly spjoke his desire to save and 
teach, to cure and to admonish together: * Behold 
thou art made whole ; sin no morty lest a Worse 
thing come unto thee.' " John v. 14. — The con* 
eluding address of our Lord to the Adulterous 
Woman, " 6?o^ and sin no marCy' (John viii. 11„) 
would undoubtedly have been far more appropri- 
ate to the sub^t, and infinitely more suitable to 
the observation which follows, than the above 
allusion to the story of the Impotent Man. " He 
labours to tincture the man's whole life and con- 
versation with the fear of God, and prescribes to 
him the law of obedience at the same time 
whereat he restores bis health ; so that he is far 
from indulging a lawless liberty, but quite on the 
contrary, he lays the man under new and fresh 
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obUgatioDS from the circumstance of his cnre ; it 
being indeed less criminal to offend against the 
restraints of religion, before you are acquainted 
Tvith it; as the guilt is infinitely less pardonable 
which is contracted after your knowledge of God 
and his blessed will/'* The main stress of the 
above passage lies upon the words *' sin no more;^ 
and, if we consider the subject upon which the 
writer is treating, a reference to the story of the 
Adulteress will appear to have been almost uu* 
avoidable. Its absence, therefore, may Be re^ 
garded as a conclusive testimony that Cyprian, 
who has quoted from every chapter in John's 
Gospel, and who has no less than eight references 
to the latter part of the chapter containing this 
story, was either totally igtiorant of its existence, 
or rejected it as aq interpqlatioq. 

Having thus shewn that the testimony of the 
early Latin Versions and Fathers contradicts dur 
author's theory, I proceed to notice that of Origan : 
and if $my thing were still wanting to vindicate 
Euse1)iu8 from the charge of having rejected the 
passage under, consideration from the Text of the 
N. T., this, I feel convinced, would be amply- 
sufficient to exculpate bim. It is clear that 

* The Gennioe Works of Cyprian, done into English from the Oxfor4 
^ition, By N^th, MarslMU, IX. B. London 1717. p. 83, 
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OrigeB, who died several years before Eusebius 
was horn, had no knowledge of this story ;* and, 
as Eusebius was his devoted follower and pro- 
fes^d advocate, it is reasonable to conclude that 
his copies diflfered not materially fron^. those of 
his master. It is, indeed, one of Mr. Nolans 
avowed objects to prove that the Christians of 
^* Palestine adopted the Text of Origen.''t This 
eminent Father, who, notwithstanding his pecu- 
liarities, was the ornament and glory of the age 
in which he lived, quitted Alexandria about the 
year 231, and came to reside in Palestine ; where, 
with a few short intervals, he appears to have 
spent the la'st twenty-five years of his life. Here 
he retained that high reputation as a Biblical 
scholar, which he had previously acquired in 
Egypt, his native coqntry. Learned Christians 
from all parts flocked to hear his instructions,^: 
and were proud to be reckoned among the num* 
ber of his pupils : and, such was the opinion 
entertained of him by TJxeoctistus Bishop of 
Caesarea, and Alexander Bishop of Jerusalem, 
that ** they listened to him at all times as if he 
had been their master, and permitted him alone 
to expound the Scriptures, and perform other 

J;hings relating to the instruction of the Church/'H 

I 

• Qriesb. N. T. in loc— Symb. Crit Tom/ii, p. 427. t Inquiry &c, 
p, 11. X £useb, HisU £ccl«s. lib. vi. c. 33. B Jbid. c. 27, 
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Whether he carried with him out of Egypt a copy 
of the Scriptures to which he had been there 
accustomed, or adopted the Text already esta- 
blished in Palestine, are questions of little impor- 
tance to our present inquiry.* In either case it i» 
morally certain that his copies did not contain the 
story of the Adulterous Woman; and, conse- 
quently, that Eusebius is unjustly charged with 
having removed it from the Text of Scripture. 

To confirm the testimonies which have noysv 
been adduced, we have the authority of the old 

* Mr. Nolaa contends that there is an indecision in Oii|^n*s testimony ^ 
and says Uiat 'St i& with little appearance of justice that his authority 
can be claimed in favour of the Alexandrian text." (p. 11.) But the fol" 
Hwing^ eircumstances appear to me to authorize the contrary opinion. 
1» Origen was bw^ at Alexandria, and was appointed to preside over 
the catechetical school of that city at the age of eighteen. (Enseb. Hist» 
Eeeles» Lil>. vi. c. 2. S.) All his early associations would, therefore, na- 
turally impel him to^ adopt that Text. 2. He 0id not finally quit Alex- 
andria till he had arrived at the age of forty-five: consequently, his early 
associations were confirmed by the judgment of his maturer years. 3. He 
was the pupil of Clemens Alexandrinus, (Enseb. H. £. lib. vl. c. 6.) to- 
whose quotations his own bear a very close affinity. 4. Althongfa he 
left Alexandria ahmptly, (Inquiry Sec. p. S64.} it does not appear that he 
was prevented from taking his library with him into Palettme ; and erea 
if he had been so prevented, the death of Demetrius, which happened 
admoRt immediately afterwards, would have given him an opportunity or 
lecoveriug possession, of it. '* Jn the very same year, as is supposed^ 
Demetrim died ; who was succeeded by HeraeUu^ and he by IHtmyau in 
the catechetical school ; who was also one of Origen*s scholars, and suc- 
ceeded HeracUu in the Bishoprick of Alexandria. Which, as TUiamnt 
argues, may afford reason to conclude, that the animosity against Origen 
abated after the death of Detnetriiu:' (Lardner*s Credib. Pt 2. VoL3» 
p. 196.^ 
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Syriac Version, which omits the passage in qties- 
tion, and for the first part of which Mr. Nolan 
claims''^ an antiquity not less remote than the 
third century. We have already seen, in our 
inquiries relating to the Canon of the N, 1\ 
(p. 49.), that this Version was made at an earlj 
period of the Christian era; and was probably 
completed about the third century. Infening, 
then, with Mr. N., from the absence of Eusebiuss 
Sections, that the Gospels were traYislated before 
those Sections came into use among the Christians 
of Palestine ;t we are naturally led to the con- 
clusion that the story of the Adulteress was omit- 
ted in the Syriac Version, not on the authority of 
Eusebius, but because it was wanting in the 
Greek copies of tlie translator. Hence, then, it 
appears evident that Eusebius is unjustly charged 
^th having cancelled the passage under con- 
sideration, or with having contributed in any de- 
gree towards its removal from the Text of the 
N. T. : to which I shall now add that it may 
«ven be doubted whether he had any knowledge 
of the existence of such a passage. He speaks, 
indeed, of a story which Papias "had mentioned, 
about a woman who was accused of many crimes 
before the Lord ;'' and adds that ^ this relation 

* p. 405. t p. 404. 
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J8 contained in the Gospel, according to the He- 
brews."* But this is no proof that the story of 
the Adulteress, as related in J6hns Gospel, was 
known either to Eusebius or Papias. The iden- 
tity of the two narratives yet remains to be proved ;* 
and I see no reason why the story mentioned by 
Papias may not have been any other as well as 
this. A similar mistake has arisen with regard 
to the testimony of Chrysostom ; who is said by 
Griesbacht to have made no allusion to the story 
of the Woman taken in Adultery, and by our au- 
thorj to have acknowledged it in express terms^ 
But the truth is this. There is an allusion to 
some story of the kind in Chrysostom's sixtieth 
Homily ; but, according to Mill,|| who refers us 
to Cotelerius for the correctness of his statement, 
the reference is to Luke vii. 47. " Wheref&re I 
say unto thee. Her sins, which are many, are 
forgiven ; for she loved much : but to whom little 
is forgiven, the same loveth little." It appears, 
then, that the above allusion to Papias affords no 
evidence as to" the genuineness, of the passage in 
question ; and that Grotius and Hammond,^ who 
suppose that he learnt it from the scholars and 
hearers of John, and that it was received as 



* Hist Eccles. lib. Ui. c. 39. t In loc. i Inquiry &c. p. 37. 
tl '^Nec enim historiam cujus meminit bom. 60. in JoaiK fai^jus iDi:lier!«i 
jBsse, sed alterius apad Luc, 7. 47. recte monet Cl. Cotelerius/* ^lillii^ 
K. .T. Tom. 1. p. 267. *^ In loc. 
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genuioe by the es^rly Christians on his authority, 
had no proper foundation for such an opinion. 
What the story mentioned by Papias might be in 
detail, it is impossible at this distance of time to 
decide; but that it was in substance different from 
that which is now found in John's Gospel every 
candid and impartial person must acknowledge* 
Papias expressly says that the woman to whom 
he alludes was '^ accused of many crimes," and 
does not specify that of Adultery in particular; 
whereast in the other case, the charge is solely 
confined to the crime of Adultery, (John viii. 3. 4.) 
with a view, as w^e are told, (vs. 6.) to eliminate 
our Lord by the answer which he gave as to the 
propriety or . legality of stoning persons detected 
^nder such circumstances. 

But I hasten to the consideration of 2 Pet. ii, 
4he last passage with which I shall trouble you. 
The style of the first and third chapters of this 
Epistle is said to bear a considerable resem- 
blance to that of the former ; but the case is widely 
different with regard to the second chapter. This 
circumstance, then, presents a fair and legitimate 
ground of suspicion as to its genuineness : but 
it must be obvious to every one that the sus- 
picion is very diflferent from that which prevails 
jespecting the stpry of the Adulteress ; and ought 

Q 
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therefore to be conveyed to the mind oif tb« 
reader iu a shape less imposing. On this ac- ' 
count I cannot help repeating the hope already 
expressed, (p. 112.) that, in subsequent Edi- 
tions of the I. v., this oversight may be re- 
paired. Of the willingness of the Editors to 
listeii to any frieqdly suggestion by which their 
Version may be still further amended, they have 
given ample proofs in the editions through which 
it has already passed. When they engaged ia 
the performance of their arduous task^ they were 
far from thinking that their labours would meet 
with universal assent. On the contrary^ they 
anticipated much discussion from the puUictitiou 
of their work; and; aware that it was still ^sus- 
ceptible of far greater improvement" even after it 
had received the last polish from their hands, they 
gave it to the world merely as, an Improved Ver- 
sion of a Connected Text. Agreeably to this 
profession they have since availed themselves 
of the remarks which have been ipade upon it 
both by friends and enemies ; and I have no hesi- 
tation in saying that their Version, in its present 
state, though still far shdrt of absolute perfection, 
greatly surpasses in excellence all other Versions 
hitherto published. Their contemporaries, indeed, 
may not be disposed to acknowledge the full en^- 
tenjt of the services which they have conferred on 
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Sacted Criticism ; but let us hope that posterity 
■will atone for this neglect by enrolling them 
amongst the most enlightened and successful 
advocates of genuine Christian Truth. 

I have now, my dear Friend, done all in my 
power to make you acquainted with the Scriptural 
grounds of Unitarianistn : 1 have collected and 
arranged the testimony of the early Christian 
Church with a view to ascertain the true Canon of 
the New Testament : I have also examined with 
care and impartiality the grounds of differ^ice 
between the Received Text and the Improved 
Version; and shallJtie amply repaid if I have suc- 
ceeded in throwing light upon any of these sub- 
jects, or iti removing from your mind any difficul- 
ties with which it may have been embarrassed. 
The opinions, indeed, which it has been my ob- 
ject to vindicate,, are not the opinions of the ma- 
jority : but( it is a satisfaction to reflect that they 
are the opinions of individuals, who are no less 
distinguished for soundness of learning and acute- 
ness of intellect, than for purity of heart and 
integrity of life. It would give me great addi<- 
tional pleasure to see you among their number ; 
but I have no wish that you should abandon yout 
present sentiments at the expense of one moment s 
comfort, or with the breach of one friendly tie. Ou 
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taking leave, however, I would recommend you to 
adopt, both in this and every other investigation 
upon which you enter, the noble advice of Father 
Simon, — 

Alterius ne sit qui sum esse potest/ 
And if, in pursuance of this maxim, you discover 
one passage in your Bible which bears the char- 
acter of spuriousness : if you find a gloss or an 
interpretation which speaks a language dishonour- 
able to the Almighty : if you detect a syllable or 
a letter for which no proper authority can be 
alleged : — reject it, 1 entreat you, with an honest 
indignation : blot it from the genuine records of 
your Christian Faith : and suffer it not to defile 
those pages which ought to be peculiarly dedi- 
cated to the God of truth and holiness. With 
:every kind wish, believe me 

Sincerely and respectfully yours, 

ROBERT WALLACE. 

Chesterfield, 
Oct. 25, ISltt. 
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